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ADVERTISEMENT 


TO THE 


Ss: 58 A 3 8-0 


T is now more than two years, ſince a rough 
draught, of what the following ſheets contain, 
was drawn up, and part of a fair copy tranſcribed; 
at which time, many expected it ſhould have gone to 
the preſs: but a bad ſlate of health; and ſome 
other circumſtances, which did then occur, induced 
me to lay it afide: and, chiefly, from a growing re- 
luctance, to be publickly concerned in controverſy, and 
eſpecially upon a point ſo deep and delicate, as I 
apprehend that to be, to which the diſpute relates; I 
bave, ſince that time, let it lie ſtill, and even wiſhed, 
that ſuch of my friends at whoſe earneſt requeſt I 
wrote it, would think no more of it, and overlook 
what 


CF 


what reaſon { had given them to expedt its publica- 
tian: but their reſtleſs importunity for it; the fre- 
quent intimations I have, of the bad influence which 
one and another are coming under, from the Two 
Opinions Tried together with a degree of hope, that 
what I have wrote may be of ſome ſervice in the - 
caſe, have at laſt prevailed upon me to ſend it abraad. 


Haworth, Yorkſhire, 
April 24th, 1767. g 
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OF THE 


TWO OPINIONS TRIED, &c. 


Pamphlet, intitled The Two Opinions 
- A Tried, &c. publiſhed and prefaced by 


Mr. Jobnſon, was lately put into my 

hand, containing letters for, and againſt, the 
decree of God, relative to the being of ſin; 
which are ſaid to have paſſed between a miniſter 
and ſome perſons in private character, occaſioned 
by ſome contention taking place on that head. 

I had no ſooner caſt my eye upon the body of 
that performance, than I perceived, that the 
difference and diſputation, to which it relates, 
were what I had been previouſly acquainted with. 
I confeſs, I was not a little ſurprized, nor could 
I forbear being in a meaſure grieved, to find an 
unhappy difference, which had years before took 
Place in a neighbouring church, now made pub- 
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lic to the world; and this too, after the once diſ- 
affected and diſſatisfied members had for ſome 
time been reconciled to their brethren, and in full 
communion with them; and when the miniſter 
there referred to, had for above fifteen months 
been laid in his grave. However I determined 
.to give thoſe letters, together with what Mr. 
Jobnſon has prefixed, a deliberate peruſal ; in do- 
ing which, I found the whole to contain ſuch a 
confuſed, crude, indigeſted, and impertinent 
harangue, as rendered the taſk extremely diſa- 
greeable : yet had this been the worſt, I ſhould. 
have caſt it aſide, without taking any farther 
notice of it. But being, from reading the pam- 
phlet and from other circumſtances relative to it, 
fully convinced that Mr. Johnſon, or his friend of 
whom he ſpeaks has, or that both of them toge- 
ther have, ſadly impoſed upon the reader, in the 
notorious ſlanders they have caſt upon many good 
and godly men; and by their baſe inſinuations, falſe 
repreſentations, and wretched concluſions; and 
conſidering the injury that weak, though honeſt 


minds, might probably receive from that uncom- 


mon performance, I could not but think it need- 


ful, that the aſtoniſning diſingenuity of theſe men 
ſhould be expoſed, and the point in debate ſet in 


a proper light. To attempt this, I was much 
preſſed by many of my friends, who apprehended 
that they, andalate pious and worthy miniſterof the 


Boipel, and eſpecially the truth itſelf, were greatly 


-— reproached 


11 


reproached by Mr. Johnſon and his correſpon- 
dent; and it is in compliance with their requeſt, 
that I do, for the ends above hinted, write what 
the following ſheets may contain. 

Mr. Jobnſon, in his preface to the letters be- 
fore- mentioned, propoſes to inform his reader 
what he knows concerning the occaſon of them. 
I will not ſay he has been unfaithful to his pro- 
poſal : however, the account he has given, is far, 
very far from being ſufficient, to furniſh his rea- 
der with a juit knowledge of that affair. And if 
Mr. Johnſen knows no more of the caſe, than 
what he has related, I fear his friend has ſadly 
impoſed upon him, and that he has been too pre- 
cipitant, in complying with his friend's requeſt. 
But how juſt this remark is, I ſhall leave to the 
zudgment of thoſe, who may peruſe the following 
lines. 

As one reaſon for which I am urged to write 
upon this occaſion, is a defence of the ſentiment 
and character of the miniſter, repreſented as the 
author of the letters, on one ſide of the queſtion, 
in the Two Opinions Tried ; it may not be amis, 
to introduce what J intend, with a few hints re- 
lative to him. He was a very intimate acquain- 
tance of mine, and a faithful friend : and for the 
advantage I received under his miniſtry, I truſt, 
I ſhall bleſs God in the never-ending world. No 
man, perhaps, was more intimately acquainted 
with his religious ſentiments than myſelf; and 
| B 2 certain 
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certain I am, that he abhorred fuch monſtrous 
notions, as the letters, in the Too Opinions Tried, 
ſeem to fix upon him. 

He, in his being called out 'of darkneſs into 
marvellous light, was a very remarkable inſtance 
of the free, ſovereign, and diſcriminating grace 
of God; and, in his miniſtry, a zealous aſſerter 
and maintainer of the doctrines commonly called 


Calviniſtical; in doing which he neither feared the 


frowns, nor. did he court the flatteries of men. 
His labours were greatly owned, for opening the 
blind eyes of many, and in turning them from 
darkneſs to light, and from the power of Satan unto 


Cad: and under his miniſtry a church was ga- 


thered and conſtituted, in the year 1750, to 
which he continued a faithful paſtor, till the di- 
vine redeemer, having led him through much 
tribulation, called him to his eternal reſt; leav- 
ing the people of his late charge and care behind 
him, for the main, flouriſhing in the things of 
God; and in which happy caſe, they, through 
divine goodneſs, I have reaſon to believe, are 
ſtill continued. His laſt ſickneſs was long and 
tedious, and his pain, for the moſt part, very 
excruciating : but his humility and patience were 
remarkable; his faith ſteady, and his conſolation 


ſtrong; his hope was full of immortality and 


eternal life, and his deſire very intenſe, to NN 


and be with Chriſt. 


He 


„ 

He had a deep acquaintance with the depravity 
of human nature, the dreadful plague of the 
heart, the deceitful workings of innate corrup- 
tion, and the devices of Satan; and, in his 
miniſtry had a manner peculiar to himſelf, of 
entering the conſcience, and touching the ſprings 
of the ſoul; of laying open the evil zreaſure (a) 
within, and in detecting. and purſuing the deceit- 
ful windings of iniquity in the hearts and lives of 
men: ſo that it was next to impoſſible for any to 
hear him, and not, at the ſame time, to feel 
from what he faid. 

As his miniſtry was well adapted for awakening 
the careleſs ſinngr, and alarming the ſecure faint, 
ſo alſo, for the comfort of the feeble-minded. To 
dwell upon the breadth and length, the depth and 
height, of divine love as theſource and ſpring of the 
chriſtian's felicity; the precious blood and everlaſt- 
ing righteouſneſs of the Lord Jeſus, as the only re- 
fuge for the guilty; and to open the exceeding 
great and precious promiſes, for the encourage- 
ment of the doubtful, were his peculiar delight. 

Yet was his zeal not wanting for the honour of 
Chriſt as king upon his holy hill of Zion. It is 
true, on account of his attachment to the doc- 
trines of ſovereign grace, and his freedom, bold- 
neſs, and faithfulneſs in diſpenſing them, he, like 


many others, was often reproached, with the + | 


Ca Matt. xii. 35, 
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odious character of Antinomian; but every honeſt 
and judicious witneſs to' his miniſtry and his con- 
verſation, will confeſs that, in words and works, 
none can diſcover a greater abhorrence of Anti-. 
nomianiſm than he has done. They know with 
what fervour he would inſiſt upon, open, explain, 
and enforce the divine law, as the only infallible 
rule of conduct, to men, as men, and to ſaints, 
as ſaints; and with what ſtriking arguments, 
drawn from the love and grace of God, the credit 
of the goſpel, the good of men, the peace of 
their own conſciences, the hope of faints laid up 
in heaven, and the honour of the almighty Sa- 
viour, he would labour to move them, to a con- 
ſcientious diſcharge of every duty incumbent 
upon them, both perſonal and relative, publie 
and private. A man of a more tender conſcience, 
more exact faithfulneſs, of ſtricter piety, and a 
more cloſe walk with God, the preſent age, per- 
haps, neither hath ſeen, nor ſhall ſee. And, in 
ſaying this, I am in no fear of being cenſured for 
partiality, by any of his honeſt and unprejudiced 
acquaintance. He had, for ſome time, been 
Joined in an aſſociation with Mr. Jobnſon, before 
that gentleman publiſhed, what he has entitled, 
The Faith of God's Ele# ; and though upon read- 
ing that book, he noted ſome things in it which 


he thought amiſs, yet was willing to leave the au- 


thor to his own thoughts, and continue the con- 
nection: but Mr. Brine, judging it neceſſary 
publicly 


1 
publicly to note and expoſe the miſtakes of Mr. 
Jobnſon; who, undertaking the defence of them, 
was by that means driven, as ſome think, into 
{till more glaring abſurdities, which he has pub- 
liſhed to the world, under the title of Evangelical 
Truths vindicated, &c. The late miniſter, here 
referred to, upon reading that piece of Mr. 
Johnſon's, found he could not in conſcience coun- 
tenance what it contained : therefore, though a 
number of them was ſent to him, in order to be 
fold, he determined not to encourage the fale, 
and ſo returned them again ; and the ſame was 
the caſe with ſeveral other miniſters in Yorkſhire. 
| This, I ſuppoſe, is what the author of the 
Supplement to the Two Opinions Tried refers to, 
when he ſpeaks of the affiduity of ſome miniſters 
in Yorkſhire, in ſmothering what Mr. Jobnſon 
had wrote (+); and it is only for the ſake of that 
reference, I have here made mention of this af- 
fair. However, the above mentioned piece, by 
other means, proper enough for the purpoſe, had 
its run, among the people, or at leaſt ſome of 
them, of whom the late miniſter had then the 
charge and care; and three of the members of 
that community, falling in with ſome things Mr. 
Jobnſon has publiſhed, this laid the foundation of 


C Two Opinions Tried, p. 55. 
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an unhappy difference, between them. and the 
reſt of their brethren (c). 


The matter of difference, between theſe three 
brethren and the reſt of the community, was, 
with the conſent of both the contending parties, 
laid before ſeveral miniſters, met in aſſociation, 
at which I was , preſent, in June 1762; The 
late miniſter, indeed, was not there, his health 


being then too much impaired to admit of his 


attendance, and from which low eſtate he never 
recovered; but the three diffatisfied brethren, 
with ſome others of the community, in a friend- 
ly manner laid open the matter in debate. The 
chief things, concerning which they had different 
ideas, were the divine . to permit the Hall 1 | 


e It may be imagined, Kn the preface to the 7. Wa 
Opinions Tried, p. 4. that the diſpute was occafioned by 
drawing up a ſet of articles” for the uſe of the fociety, as a con- 


ion of faith, or declaration of their religious ſentiments : but 


the account given me, by the late miniſter, was as I have as 
bove related. And though thoſe articles had been · newly tranſ- 
cribed, and were read to the ſociety for a ſecond ſigning z 
yet they were, at leaſt as to the ſenſe of them, no other 
than what had been before ſubſcribed and long profeſſed by 
the whole community. Nor do thoſe who objected to them 
ſpeak of them as any thing nes; but as what were the artis 
cles of the church before. Two Opinions Tried, p. 3. And it 
is very well known, and I doubt not but they themſelves 
will confeſs, that what occaſioned their /cruples and refuſal 
to ſign them, was what they may, perhaps, call, ſome far- 
ther light received, by means of reading what Mr. Jobnſon 
had wrote. 5 


man, 


191 

man, and whether or no, according to the origi- 
nal counſel and deſign of Jehovah, the grace 
and glory pabliſped in the goſpel, would have taken 
place upon his ele#, if fin had never intervened? 
ſome ſincere endeavours were uſed, in order to 
reconcile them, but the deſired end was not ob- 
tained, though I believe, the labour was not alto- 
gether in vain. 

The letters publiſhed in the Two e 
Tried, at leaft thoſe drawn up by the late miniſter, 
were wrote and fent, before the time of the a- 
bove- mentioned meeting. The original manu- 
feript of his letters, I can by no means come at, 
and am told, by his ſurviving friends, they be · 
lieve they are deſtroyed. Theſe letters, as they 
ſtand in the printed copy, I muſt confeſs, whe- 
ther it is owing to the overſight and unguarded- 
neſs of the author, in the warmth and perplexity 
of his mind; or, whether to injuſtice done to 
him, by thoſe concerned in the publication; 1 
ſay, I muſt confeſs, wherever the cauſe lies, 
they are not well expreſſed : phraſes very unguard- 
ed are made uſe of, and ſuch as do not always 
properly convey the idea which I am perſuaded 
was intended; and ſometimes the ſentence, evi- 
dently deſigned, is but half expreſſed. If the de- 
ſign of the publiſher, was to ſink his reputation, 
and perſuade the world that he was, indeed, the 
odd, ridiculous, and ſtupid creature he is, in the 
Two Opinions Tried, repreſented to be; the point 

will 
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will probably be gained, amongſt thoſe who 
never knew any thing of him, but what they 
collect from that piece and the Supplement ſub- 
joined. But as to thoſe who have been acquain- 
ted with him, excepting ſuch as might hate him 
for the truth's ſake, his memory is, upon juſt 
reaſon, too precious to them, and his character 


too well eſtabliſhed with them, for either Mr. 


Johnſon or Mr. Fohnſon's friend, or any other, to 
render him contemptible, or leſſen him, in their 
eſteem. Some gone before him, and many he 
has left behind, will, I doubt not, have reaſon 
for ever to bleſs God for him, 'and will be found 
his joy and crown of rejoicing, in the day of the 
Lord. And though, that he has now left the world, 
may, for the preſent, be ſome advantage to his 
enemies, in their depreciating attempts ; yet is it 
his advantage alfo, that he is far above the reach 
of all their ſlander and reproach, making the 
leaſt degree of impreſſion upon him. 
The reader of the Two Opinions Tried, is in- 
formed, from the title page, that it contains, 
ſome genuine letters, lately paſſed betwixt a miniſter, 
and ſome perſons in private charatter ; and, in the 
preface, Mr. Fohnſon has told us, that he re- 
ceived the manuſcript from a friend, who gave 
him full licence to publiſh it, and requeſted him to 


forward the publication ; but whether it was the 


defire of the contending parties, he ſays he did not 
know. | 


That 


[1 1 

That the letters are genuine, is abſolutely falſe. 
The original manuſcripis, of thoſe ſaid to be 
wrote by perſons in private character, T have now 
before me: that of the former, as ſent to the late 
miniſter, has been in my hand for ſeveral years; 
the other I have obtained ſince the printed copies 
came out; and, upon a careful compariſon, I 
find, that they differ from what is publiſhed, in 
above an hundred places. Sometimes I have a 
number of lines in the printed copy, of which, 
not one word is in the original; and ſo on the con- 


trary, together with inverſions, . — 


&c. not a few. 

The original of the miniſter's n as I have 
before ſaid, I cannot procure; and what juſtice, 
or injuſtice, may have been done in reference to 
them, Imuſt leave it. However, the treatment which 
the otherletters, I ſee, have undergone, aftords bur 
too much reaſon for ſurmiſe. Whois the author of 
the above-mentioned title-page, I know not; 
whether Mr. 7ohnſon, or his friend: nor do I pre- 
tend to ſay who they are that have ſo falſely tranſ- 
cribed : they beſt know how they have cooked it 
up, and I leave it with them. But ſure I am, it 
can be no great honour to the piece, nor recom- 
mendation of it to the reader, that it is fronted 
with a notorious falſhood. Beſides, the letters 
imputed to ſome perſons in private chara#er, I 
, muſt obſerve, that Mr. Johnſon's friend, properly 
ſpeaking, is himſelf the author of them. Yea, 
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if I am rightly informed, they are now openly 
confeſſed to be his work, And as it is eaſy to 
_ obſerve, he judges himſelf triumphantly victorious 
over his opponent; it is, therefore, very proba» 
ble, that an high conceit of his own performance, 
might ſtimulate him to licence and requeſt Mr, 
Jobnſon to publiſh what he had done. I do not ſay | 
Mr. Johnſon knew his friend was the author of 
thoſe letters ; he might underſtand no more than 
that they were wrote by the three objecting mem- 
bers, of whom he ſpeaks (d). And certain it is 
that they did approve of, and eſpouſe them, as 
appears from their own teſtimony, in a letter 
lately given under their hands, to the church to 
which they ſtand related. 

In this letter, they declare, that when they re-. 
ceived the former af thoſe, ſaid to be wrote by 
the late miniſter, and now publiſhed in the Two 
Opinions Tried, they apphed to one Abraham 
Dawſon, deſiring him to give them his thoughts 
of it; which he having done in writing, they 
tranſcribed from him, as they judged proper, and 
ſent it to their brethren, v:z. the church to which 
they ſtand related as members. They farther ac- 
knowledge, that the anſwer they received to that, 
from the late miniſter, they alſo committed to 
the ſaid Dau ſon, who drew up ſuch a reply as be 
thought proper: and though _y confeſs, they 


() Preface to the Two Opinions Tried, p p· 4+ 
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approved what he had wrote, yet affirm, that they 
never ſent it to their paſtor, nor ſo much as tranſ- 
cribed one ſingle word thereof. Yet this it ſeems, 
is one of the letters, which have paſſed between a 
miniſter and ſome perfons in private character; 
whereas it is evident from hence, that Dawſon 
alone is the author of it, yea, and, properly 
ſpeaking, he is the author of the former too; 
for though they tranſcribed it, yet it was almoſt 
without variation, as I find by comparing his 
original, with their copy, both of which I have 
now by me. And though the Supplement ſub- 
Joined to theſe letters, is wrote in their names, or 
in the name of ſome one of them, yet they ſo- 
lemnly declare, they never wrote it, nor ordered 

nor deſired it. They alſo affirm, they had no con- 
cern in the difference found between the original 
letters, and the printed copy ; and that with re- 
gard to the publication of theſe letters, they nei- 
ther deſired it, nor gave their conſent to it, nor did 
they expect that it would have been done : that 
when they were ſhewn to Mr. Jobhnſon, and he 
moved to them for their being printed, he was 
anſwered by his friend Dawſon, they were ſo far 
from being willing to that, that they were almoſt 
afraid eny one ſhould ſee them. 

Now, ſince, from this account, the truth of 
which, I believe Mr. Dawſon himſelf will not 
deny; it is evident he drew the original draught 
0 the letters, ſaid to be wrote by per/ons in pri- 


d 
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vate character; that, excepting Mr. Jobnſon, he muſt, 
in ſome after copy, have made the alterations, 
found in them as printed, from what they are in 
the original; and ſince the Supplement is wholly 
his own contrivance and performance, though he 
has made bold to do it in the name of others, I 
ſhall, therefore, in what I may farther note upon 
theſe letters, refer to him only as the author of 
them. And in doing him this honour, I ſhall 
all along conſider him under the character of Mr. 
Johnſon's friend. 

It may, perhaps, not be very pleaſing to Mr. 
Fohnſon, to find the teſtimony of the three bre- 
thren above referred to, carrying in it ſo manifeſt 
a contradiction, 'to what he has intimated of his 
Ignorance, whether it was, or was not, the de- 
ſire of the contending parties, that their letters 
ſhould be made public; he ſays he does not 
know, and I will not ſay he does; for though 
the above hint was ſufficient to ſatisfy any one in 
ſuch a caſe, yet he might not notice it; or if he 
did, it is poſſible he might have forgot it. But 
all theſe allowances in his favour, will probably 
be found too little, to perſuade the thoughtful 
reader, that what he hath here ſaid is any thing 
more than a down-right ſhuffle. Will it not ſtill 
be conjectured, that had it been the deſire of the 
diſputants, to have their controverſy thus ex- 
poſed, they might ſurely have obtained their 
wiſhes, without employing Mr. Jobnſon and his 

fiiend ? 


(xs 1 
friend? or if the aſſiſtance of theſe gentlemen 
had been eſſential in the caſe, it is {till much that 
thoſe who intended to obtain it, ſhould not inti- 
mate their defire for it. One thing, however, I 
think 1s pretty evident, that whoever elſe might 


be wanting in deſire for that publication, Mr. 
 Fohnſon and his friend were not. 


Upon the whole, I cannot but obſerve, that 


as the three diſſatisfied brethren, have diſcovered, 
at leaſt, very much weakneſs, in laying open the 
grievance of the church to thoſe whom it did not 
concern; for, certainly, they herein acted incon- 
ſiſtent with the ſpirit of brotherly love; contrary 
to the order proper to a goſpel- community, the 
laws of civil ſociety, and the rules of the ſacred 
word; fo, I think, Mr. Jobnſon's friend, to whom 
they communicated their concerns, has, in this 


affair, acted too much the part of a buſy body in 


other men's matters and meddled with ſtrife 
which belonged not unto him. Nor can I conceive 
how Mr. Johnſon himſelf will eſcape cenſure from 
the impartial, ſince he has ſo apparently helped 
forward the unbecoming conduct. Why ſhould 


he, inſtead of ſaying, in reference to the diſtreſs 


of the then contending community, tell it not in 
Gath, publiſh it not in the ſtreets of Aſkelon, left the 
daughters of the uncircumciſed triumph? I ſay, why 
ſhould he, inſtead of this, manifeſt ſuch for- 
wardneſs, ſo great an itch, to publiſh it upon the 
houſe-tops? 


What 
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What end he might propoſe to himſelf herein, 
is not for me to determine; but an awful day to 
come, will make it manifeſt, Had it been to de- 
tect and confute error, to propagate and defend 
ſacred truth, and vindicate the divine character; 
could he be inſenſible, how ill the indigeſted lines, 
contained in what he has recommended, are a- 
dapted to anſwer ſuch important purpoſes? could 
he read them and not ſee, that the matter in diſ- 
pute, is not ſo much as once fairly ſtated? could 
he not diſcern, the awkward, and almoſt unin- 
telligible manner, in which the argument intend- 
ed is expreſſed, if we may allow there is any 
argument in them ? and muſt he not be conſcious 
of the impertinence, ſo glaring in the pretended 
replies ? might it not have been as much. for the 
advantage of truth, the honour of the divine be- 
ing, and to the credit of Mr. Johnſon him- 
ſelf, for him to have properly ſtated and ſolidly diſ- 
cuſſed the point, as to have expoſed thoſe letters 
with all the weakneſs and confuſion they contain, 
and this, too without the conſent, yea contrary to 
the deſire, of thoſe who are repreſented as the au- 
thors of them? were the errors, which the mi- 
niſter's letters are ſuppoſed to contain, ever pub- 
liſhed to the world before? then, it is certain, the 
world could be in no danger from them, till Mr, 
Johnſon ſent them abroad. 

But if they were already extant, then was he 
at full n to have treated them as he judged 


proper, 


17 } 
proper, withaut meddling himſelf with chat in 


which he had no concern. 

Was it regard for the holy ſcriptures, and a 
defign to do them honour, in clearing them of 
the falſe and ſophiſtical gloſſes, which he imagines 
the Calviniſts have forced upon them, that moved 
him to this undertaking? if ſo, I cannot think 
he has been very happy in recommending the Two 
Opinions Tried for that intent. And with regard 
ta his preface, I may aſk him, what falſe gloſs he 
has therein. pointed out? what text he has opened, 
or explained, and reſcued from the abuſe of theſe 


dangerous men? has be ſo much as attempted any 


thing of this kind? what does the whole of it 
contain, more than arrogant cenſure and vile 

reptumnnnd is it not ſufficiently evident, that 
he has ſhamefully forgot the ſpirit and temper, 
which the ſacred oracles conſtantly recommend 
and require; and either overlooked, or diſregard- 
ed the awful reaſonings of their divine author? 
could he ſo raſſily cenſure, and fo boldly deter- 
mine upon, the very hearts and conſciences of 
men, their ſecret. intentions and deſigns, and 
declare them to be the direct reverſe of what they 
ſolemnly profeſs, and not be ftruck with the fol- 
lowing ferious interrogations? but why doſt thou 


judge thy brother? or why doſt thou " at nought 


thy brother (e)? 


(e) Rom. xiv. 10. 
= Hy Or 
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Or ſhall I ſay, it was a tender concern for the 
ſouls of men, and a ſincere deſire to free them 
from the tyranny, darkneſs and confuſion of human 
tradition? why then has he not, inſtead of la- 
bouring to perſuade his reader, that the Calvinifts 
are a ſett of ignorant, proud, hypocritical and 
baſely-deſigning men; ſet forth the errors they 
maintain, produced what might ſupport the 
charge, and then from ſcripture, or reaſon, or 
both, refute. their pernicious ſentiments ? is it 
enough with Mr. Jobnſon, in order to deliver the 
minds of his readers, from the perplexing con- 
fuſions and diſtreſſing tortures; and to introduce 
into them, the freedom, peace, and reſt of which 
he ſpeaks (F); to render the name Calviniſts hate- 
ful unto them ? if ſo, then I confeſs we may 
allow, that his pen has been properly employed 
and his lines are well adapted. 
The whole of his preface, as well as the let- 
ters wrote by his friend, and contained in the 
Two Opinions Tried, ſeem manifeſtly intended to 
reproach the following ſentiment, and thoſe who 
hold it, viz. That the eternal counſel of Jehovah, 
reſpecting his own glory, in the endleſs felicity of 
Hit choſen through our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, includes a 
'- decree of the permiſſion of fin and ſalvation from 
it. | We: "TE 


I Preface to the Two Opinions Tried, p-. 26. 
as To 


. 
n 
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To me it ſeems ſomewhat ſtrange that any, 
who acknowledge a divine providence, profeſs 
faith in the ſacred revelation, and attend to evi- 
dent and inconteſt ble matter of fads, ſhould ever 
ſcruple the truth of ſuch a propoſition. Let it 
be naturally and fairly repreſented, and then we 
may aſk, what, beſides a rooted prejudice for 
ſome pre-conceived notion, can withold an aſſent 
to it? but then, it is too often the caſe, that thoſe 
truths, which are capable of receiving the fulleſt 
proof, and the cleareſt demonſtration, are, ſome- 
times from the ignorance, but more commonly 
from the -cunning-craftineſs of men, dreſſed up 
in ſuch unnatural forms, and connected with ſuch 
horrid conſequences, as ſerve to ſtagger the minds 
of the weak; and frequently ſo far prevail over 
them, that they, not only ſcruple the truth, but 

- rejeft it with abborrence. Such methods are ge- 
nerally the laſt refuge, to which oppoſers of the 
truth betake themſelves, when every other argu- 
ment proves ineffectual for their purpoſe. Now, 
in all that Mr. Jobnſon and his friend have wrote, 
I am not able to diſcern the leaſt degree of juſt 
and proper argument, againſt the aforementioned 
propoſition; but I find it ſurpriſingly miſrepre- 
ſented, and ſuch inferences as muſt be ſhocking 
to every ſober mind, unjuſtly drawn there from; 
and whilſt they ſuggeſt, as if it inferred the moſt 
blaſphemous reflections upon the divine being, it 
is no wonder, if thoſe who are either unable to 
W C2 detect 
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detect the impoſition, or unwilling to trouble 
themſelves with a thorough ſearch into the matter, 
do heartily deſpiſe and reject, what claims their 
firm belief and cordial reception, | 

However, as the impartial and inquiſitive, will 
be deſirous to try the point, and to ſee whether 
there be any thing in it inconſiſtent. with the di- 
vine perfections; I would, therefore, before I 
enter into a more particular conſideration of 
Mr. Johnſon's preface and the Two Opinions Tried, 
endeavour: to evince, that the above propoſition 
infers nothing unworthy the great and holy God, 
nor contrary to the infallible teſtimony of his 
word. 4 5 | 
It is, doubtleſs, highly neceſſary, that we 
ſhould entertain juſt ideas, and becoming thoughts, 
of the eternal deity z and where there is not the 
former, there cannot poſſibly be the latter. 
A true knowledge of his adorable majeſty, is 
the leading principle in all our truſt in him, our 
love to him, and reverence for him; yea, in all 
our hope, peace, and joy, as founded in him and 
ſpringing from him; as well as in allour cordialſub- 
jection to his will, whether in what we do or in 
what we ſuffer. 

It is not poſſible that a Grice mind, ſhould co com- 


prehend the infinite nature. 


None by ſearching can thus know God, or 
find out the almighty unto perfection. It is high 
as heaven, what can we do? and deeper then hell, 

| | what 


( 21 } 


what can we know ? it is enough for us to con- 
ceive and underſtand of his immenſe perfections, 
according to the diſplay he has made of them, 
in the works of creation and providence ; and as 

declared to us, in the ſweet and conſpicuous vo- 
| lume of his grace. This will be found our trueſt 
intereſt, and our greateſt honour. Thus ſaith the 
Lord, let not the wiſe man glory in his wiſdom, 
neither let the mighty man glory in his might, let 
not the rich man glory in his riches : but let him 
that glorieth, glory in this, that he underſtandeth 
and knoweth me, that I am the Lord (g). 

Every miſtake on this head, muſt have in it 
ſome dangerous tendency to the mind, fix ſome 
injurious bias upon the will, and give ſome cor- 
rupt inclination to the affections; and often hath 
an unhappy influence into the life and converſa- 
tion. But as there are degrees in error, ſo that 
which reflects the greateſt reproach and diſhonour 
upon the divine character, will ever have the moſt 
baneful influence upon the holineſs and happineſs 
of men. And amongſt all the erroneous concep- 

tions, and wild imaginations, that have ever en- 
tered the fooliſh hearts of apoſtate creatures, can 
any thing be more repugnant to the eternal power 
and God-head? can any thing reflect greater 
diſhonour upon the infinitely glorious perfections? 
or can any thing be more ſtupid in men, or more 


(e) Jer. IX. 23, 24+ 
C3 pernicious 


[ 4 I; 


' pernicious to them, than, either, on the one hand, 
to deny God's ſovereign dominion and univerſal 
reign, over every creature his hand has formed, 
and every, even the ſmalleſt motion, of all the 
individuals he has brought -into exiſtence ? or, 
on the other hand, to hold him as the ſource and 
author, of all the horrid ſcenes, that ever have 
been, or ſhall be, ated by men or devils? Theſe, 
the one or the other,, muſt equally ſtrike at the 
foundation of all religion, whether natural or 
revealed. To imagine, that the affairs of the 
world, the circumſtances and conduct of the 
creatures, are lefr to blind fortune, or uncertain 
chance, is ſuch an atheiſtical conceit, as muſt 
give place, to the leaſt degree of ſober thought 
and rational reflection. As no creature can ex- 
iſt, in any form or circumſtance whatſoever, but 
as ſuſtained by him who fainteth not, nor is ever 
weary (+), and therefore conſtantly upholds all 
things by the word of his power (i); ſo there is not 
in all nature, in all the creatures, one ſingle mo- 
tion, regular or irregular, good or evil, that 

can poſſibly be independent of him; ſince in him, 
all Jive and move, and have their being (k). There 
15 no greater abſurdity, in affirming, that a crea- 
ture is independent of the creator for its being ; 
than in affirming, that it is ſo for its motion. 
Certain it is, that no action is done, no not the 


659 Ja. xl. 28. (i) Heb. i. 3. C Ads. xvii. 28. 
| | moſt 
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moſt vile, without both the will and the power 
of the almighty concurring thereto. It muſt be 
his pleaſure to uphold the creature for it and in 
it, as an action; and to ſuffer or permit the evil 

that attends it. 3 | 
A firm belief of God's univerſal providence, 
over every creature in heaven, earch and hell; 
and in reference to all that's done, by both angels 
and men, good and bad, is of unſpeakable im- 
portance to his people, in the ſeveral ſcenes of life 
they have to paſs. This quiets the mind, and 
keeps it free from tormenting fear, though the 
earth be removed out of its place, and the moun- 
tains caſt into the midſt of the ſea (I). This ren- 
ders them humble, patient and ſteady, under 
the darkeſt and moſt afflictive diſpenſations, as 
well as grateful to the Father of Mercies, for 
whatſoever deliverance and felicity they enjoy ; 
knowing, that as affiition cometh not from the 
duſt (m), ſo neither doth proſperity drop from 
the clouds; but that God is, in all theſe, working 
according to the counſel of his own will (n). This 
_ Inſpires them with courage and reſolution, in the 
moſt violent aſſaults with which they meet. For 
. whilſt they conſider, that God is at the helm of 
all affairs; doing his pleaſure in the army of 
Heaven, and amongſt all the inhabitants of the 
earth (o); whilſt they ſee him holding the reins 
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of every creature in his hand, permitting, re- 
ſtraining, and over-ruling the impetuous. rage 
and dreadful career of their moſt implacable ene- 
mies, they hence conclude, that not an hair of 
their head ſhall periſþ without their heavenly fa- 
ther (p); and reſt aſſured, that all things ſhall 
work together for their good (q). Whereas, if 
atheiſtical fortune governs all events ; if the crea- 
tures act at random, without being ſubject to the 
determinations of infinite wiſdom, and the unalt- 
terable limits of almighty- power; we are ſtript 
of every argument for confidence, ſubmiſſion and 
patience; we have reaſon to fear, the very next 


ſtorm, that may fall upon us, will daſh to pieces 


our brighteſt proſpects, cut off our firmeſt hopes, 
as a ſpider's web (7), and bring upon us ſudden 
deſtruction, which we cannot eſcape (5). 
Nevertheleſs, though there is nothing that has 
been, is, or ever ſhall be, whether effected or 
permitted by God, which he will not over-rule 
for the purpoſes of his own glory and his people's 
good; though there is not the moſt execrable af. 
fair tranſacted by abandoned wretches, which it 
is not his pleaſure to permit; for any to conclude 
from hence, that he is therefore the origin, con- 
triver, ſource, and ſpring of all fin, or of any ſin 
at all, is moſt ſurpriſing weakneſs, or aſtoniſhing 
wickedneſs, Yet, to fix ſuch abſurdity, upon 


(p) Mat. x. 29, 30. Luk. xxi. 18. (q) Rom. vil. 28. 
the 


(r) Job. viii. 14. (5) 1 T v. 3. 
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the ſentiment of thole who maintain the divine 
decree of ſuch permiſſion, is the attempt of Mr. 
Jobnſon and his friend. But how impertinent 
their reaſonings, how unnatural and unjuſt their 
concluſions, and how baſe their reflections 
are, will, I hope, appear from the following par- 
ticulars. 
© Firſt, God cannot be the author of fin, nor delight 
ju it, nor approve of it. Could he delight in it, 
or approve of it, he might give being to it; but zbe 
juſt Lord will not do iniquity (t). From the moſt 
high proceedeth not evil and good (u). Sin, the 
very nature of it, is directly contrary to the nature 
of him who is glorious in holineſs. There is not 
any thing in earth or hell beſides fin which he ab- 
hors or is diſpleaſed with. This provokes the 
eyes of his holineſs, which are purer than to Be- 
hold evil (); and it is againſt this, that his wratb 
is revealed from heaven (x). This, and this only, 
is what rouſeth his awful reſentment, -kindles up 
his hot diſpleaſure, and draws forth that fearfal 
iudgement, and fiery indignation, which ſhall devour 
his incorrigible adverſaries (y). 

Sinners, after their hardneſs and impenitent 
hearts, treaſure up unto themſelves wrath againſt 
the day of wrath; and revelation of the righteous 
judgment of God (2); but the divine being, will 
for ever be clear of all the fin and guilt, - for 
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which they hall be puniſhed with everlaſting agſtruc- 
tion from his preſence, . and from the glory of his 
power (a). He will one day make it fully evident, 
that though he has done, and permitted others 
to do, according to his determinate counſel and 
foreknowledge; yet, neither his decree, nor the diſ- 


penſations of his providence, nor the methods of 


his grace, ever gave being to moral evil in the 
hearts or lives of men. He never infuſed into 
any of his creatures the leaſt degree of that /uft, 


from which proceeds all the corruption that is in 


the world (b); neither did he lay any of them 
under a fatal neceſſity of deſtroying themſelves, 
by ſinning againſt him. He is the rock, his work 


is perfet> for all bis ways are judgment : a God of 
truth, and without iniquity, juſt and right is 


be (c). 

Mr. Jobnſon tells us that he has “never met 
% with a warm advocate for the doctrine of ſin 
& being according to God's decree, but hat 


<« will aſſert, in a very ſtrong light, ſo much as | 


« muſt naturally inſinuate to any intelligent mind, 
« that God is the very original ſource, cauſe, 
« author, and effector of all ſin; and that the 
« creature is no cauſe at all, nor did any way 
<« produce or effect it, otherwiſe than as a ma- 
„ chine in his hand, and under the ſole direction 
* of his unfruſtrable decree (d).“ K 


(a) 2 Tbeſi i. 9. (6) 2 Pet. i. 4. (c) Deut. xxxii. 4. 
| | One 


{d) Preface, p. 13+ 
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One might have expected, that his next lines 
would have afforded ſome proof for what he has 
here ſaid, ſome inſtance theſe extravagant 
aſſertions; eſpecially, ſince juſtice to himſelf, to 
his reader, and to the warm. advocates he com- 
plains of, ſeems to require it: but not one word 
of this. Are Mr. Johnſon's meer affirmations 
ſufficient, in this caſe, to ſatisfy the impartial en- 
quirer ? will not ſuch of his readers, at leaſt, ſuſ- 
pend their judgment till they meet with better 
proof ? if the God of glory ſpeaks, his bare teſti- 
mony demands my full affent and firm belief. 

; Here to be implicit is expreſſive not of the 
weakneſs of men, but of the ſtrength of faith; 
but from the very circumſtances of the moſt ac- 
compliſhed human author, we claim a liberty, 
yea, we are under a neceſſity, of trying what he 
may propoſe to our conſideration, 
It would, perhaps, be ſomewhat too bold to 
affirm, that all who have wrote upon the divine 
decree, relative. to the being of ſin, have, in 
every ſentence, duly guarded againſt ſuch con- 
cluſions as their oppoſers would draw from, and 
charge upon, their doftrine. Notwithſtanding, 
I almoſt preſume, that, however Mr. Johnſon 
may accuſe the Catvini/ts of ignorance and raſhneſs, 
it 1s not in his power to produce that from any of 
their writings, from which we may fairly infer, 
the author held and taught the blaſphemous no- 
tions above expreſſed. 
5 Secondly, 
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| Secondly, Sin being abſolute and abſtrafted evil, 
no good can poſſibly proceed therefrom, or be the na- 
tural conſequence thereof, to any creature what- 


ſerver. Sin is the very ſource of all the calamity, 


under which the whole creation groaneth (e). As 
holineſs and happineſs, ſo ſin and miſery, are in- 
ſeparably connected: and we may as reaſonably 


ſuppoſe, that miſery is the natural conſequence of, 


and proceeds from, true holineſs; as that ſin 


ever did, does, or ever will conduce to the felici- 


ty of any being. The righteous judge of all 
the. earth, never threatened any kind of puniſh- 


ment, but with an eye to ſin; nor will he ever 


inflict the leaſt degree of pain or ſorrow, but on 
account of that evil thing. All that train of 
miſeries, which men feel, and under which they 
complain in this life ; the agonies of death, and 
the intolerable torments of the never-ending world, 
are the juſt wages, and bitter fruits, of apoſtacy 
from God and rebellion againſt him. Thoſe who 
are ſaved and glorified, never reap the leaſt good, 
from either their own fins or thoſe of others, any 
more than they do, who periſh in and for their 
fin. I am ſenfible, many good men, and ſome 
authors, whoſe works praiſe them in the gates of 
Zion, have ſometimes ſaid, that God brings good 
out of evil; which phraſes, ſtrictly taken, can- 
not, I think, be juſtified, as they ſeem to imply 


- 


(e) Rem. vii. 22. 
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what is impoſſible and abſurd; but the ſenſe 
manifeſtly intended in them, is a moſt obvious, 
important, and comfortable truth; viz. that 
God inverts and over-rules the ſinful actions of 
men, ſo as to prevent the deſign and natural ten- 
dency of them, and to bring about good for his 
own people, yea, and even for his enemies. Yet 
the good enjoyed, is notfrom the criminal conduct 
of the creature, but from the uncontrollable ſu- 
per-intendency of the creator. The advantage 
which aroſe to Foſeph, to all the houſe of Jacob, 
and to the whole land of Egypt, by his being ſent 
down thither, muſt by no means be imputed to 
the envy of his brethren, their cruel intentions 
and unnatural attempts; but to the love and care, 
the wiſdom and power, of the God of Jacob; who 
graciouſly purpoſed all that good, and ſo diſpoſed 
every eircumſtance of that affecting affair, as to 
anſwer the important end. Joſeph was ſeparated 
from his brethren (f), and God ſent him, whilſt 
they /o/d him (g), into a ſtrange land; he reſolv- 
ed to ſave life, whilſt they ſought to take it away; 
and God's indulgent providence, not their baſe 
contrivance, gave being to all the happy conle- 
quences, that followed upon his-banithment from 
his father's houſe. The advancement of the 
three pious and heroic Hebrews (+), was no fruit 
of, did not ſpring from, the idolatry or perſecu- 


[f) Deut. xxxili. 16. Cg) Gen. xlv. 5. (5) Dan. ili. 8, &c. 
e tion 
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tion of their heathen enemies; but from the loy- 
ing-kindneſs and tender care of that God whom 
they ſerved, in whom they did confide, and who 
was able at once to deliver them from, and ſet 
them above, thoſe who hated them. The things 
which happened unto the apoſtle, fell out to the 
furtherance of the goſpel: many of the brethren in 


. the Lord, waxing confident by his bonds, were much 


more bold to ſpeak the word without fear (i). Yet 
neither their growing ſtability in the things of 
God's kingdom, nor their ſincere ſtrife for the faith 
of the goſpel, nor their prudent zeal for the ſpread 
of divine truth, and the converſion of ſouls to 
the Saviour of the world; were from the enkind- 
led rage, the miſchevious deſigns, or the inhuman 
meaſures of thoſe haters of God, who laid his 
faithful ſervant in chains; but from the over- 


ruling hand and efficacious grace of him, who - 


knows how to turn the curſes of his enemies, 
into bleſſings for his children (). 

Thirdly, As no good to men, ſo no glory to God, 
ariſes from fin. Every ſin, is a tranſgreſſion of 
the divine law, and carries in it a contempt of 
the ſacred and ſupreme authority. We never 
diſobey our great law-giver, but we thereby do 
diſhonour to him, and caſt reproach upon him (4). 
The wicked, in their ſinful courſe, contemn'the 
counſel of the moſt high (m); yea, the 'moſt-high 


(i) Phi. i. 12, 13, 14. (4) Deut. xxiii. 5. (1) Eſal. 


| Izaiv. 22+ and Ixxix, 12. Prov. xiv. 31, (m) Plal. evii. 11. 


himſelf 


1K 
himſelf (u), his omniſcience, omnipreſence, in- 
finite holineſs and inflexible juſtice; his awful 
threatenings and his omnipotent arm. 

Certain it is, we can no ſooner imagine, that 
fin reflects any honour upon God; or, in its own 
nature, contributes at all to the diſplay of his 
glory; but, if we think conſiſtently, we muſt, 
at the ſame time, loſe our idea of its intrinſic 
evil. No branch of our conduct can glorify the 
divine being, but what is at the requirement and 
under the direction of his command; is what he 
approves of, and hath pleaſure in: but every ſin 
is an oppoſition to, or deviation from, that good, 
perfect and acceptable will of God, which is the 
rule of our duty; and muſt, therefore, be the 
matter of abhorrence to the holy-one of 1/rae!. 
It is true, God will be eternally glorified, 1n and 
for, what he doth in conſequence of ſin's being 
committed, and that too, in reference to both 


thoſe who periſh in and for their tranſgreſſions, 


and thoſe. whom he ſaves with an everlaſting ſal- 
vation. In reference to the former, he manifeſts 
the glory of his long-ſuffering, his unſpotted 
holineſs, inviolable juſtice, and irreſiſtible power; 
and in the latter he glorifies, not only his patience, 
holineſs, juſtice and power; but alſo his unpa- 
rallelled love, the riches of his grace, and the 


multitude of his tender mercies; and in all his 


(n) P/al. x. 13. 


diſpenſations 
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diſpenſations towards both the veſſels of wrath and 
the veſſels of mercy, the glory of his wiſdom and 
rightful ſovereignty, illuſtriouſly ſhines forth, to 
the wonder and praiſe of angels and men: yet 
this glory to Jebovab, ariſes not from the fin of 
his creatures, but purely from his own holy and 
wiſe, -juſt and righteous, gracious and merciful 
tranſactions. 75 | 

Fourthly, The being of fin, therefore, could not 
be eſſentially neceſſary, to the glory of God, nor to the 
happineſs of his people. Had it been the pleafure 


of the almighty, he could have glorified himſelf, 


and rendered his choſen bleſſed for ever, in the 
higheſt degree that ever ſhall be done, with- 


out the being of fin. It muſt, I think, be 


granted, that had fin never intervened, the me- 
thods of manifeſting forth the divine glory, had 
not been the ſame as they now are, and, no doubt, 
were eternally deſigned to be; conſequently, that 
glory had not been beheld and contemplated by 
they do, and in which it was unchangeably or- 
dained they ſhould, well upon i, and delight 
themſelves in it. 6 

If ſin had never entered, 88 matter of di- 
vine prophecy had not been the ſame, ſo the /uf- 


ferings of Chriſt, and the glory that ſhould follow (0), 


had never been a ſubject of deſirable ſearch, and 


CY, I Pet. i. 10, 11, 12. 


delightful 
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delightful inſpection, to the holy angels; nor had 
the great apoſtle of the Gentiles been filled with 
ſacred aſtoniſhment, and pleaſing wonder, from 
the admirable diſplay of infinite perfections in 
the happy recovery, and infallible ſafety, of lap- 
ſed and ruined men; whilſt crying out, O the 
depth of the riches, both of the wiſdom and know- 
ledge of God! how unſearchable are his judgments, 
and his ways paſt finding out (p)! 

Nevertheleſs, we are as far as Mr. Johnſon, 
from circumſcribing the infinite being, or ſuppo- 
ſing that the beams of divine glory could not 
have ſhone forth, had it been the pleaſure of the 
almighty, to the no leſs unſpeakable joy and 
never-ending bliſs of angels and men, though 
the guilt and filth of fin had never been. 

We know man was greatly happy before he 
was ſinful; though how great his happineſs was, 
we can fay little of it: the holy angels are, and 
for ever ſhall be, in a ſtate felicitous beyond. all 
our conceptions ; yet ſin, we are ſure, never had, 
nor ever ſhall have, a being in them. We do 
not ſuppoſe, that the happineſs of any creature 
ſprings from, or has a dependence upon, moral 
| evil; or, that it was from a neceſſity of nature 
in the all-ſufficient God, that ſin was permitted, 
as an expedient, without. which his people could 
not have been to his praiſe and glory, in the ever- 


% Rem. xi. 33. 
D laſting 
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laſting enjoyment of him. Tet ſuch abſurdity, 


Mr. Johnſon ſuggeſts to be maintained by his 
opponents, as what he has to contend with, and 
is labouring to clear the doctrines of grace from, 
in that which he has wrote upon the point. He 
imagines, or feigns to himſelf, what never was 

believed or expreſſed by them, and then, with a 

determined reſolution, falls upon his own inven- 
tion, makes a conqueſt of it, and triumphs over 

it. Whoever impartially conſiders what he has 

impertinently offered, by way of reply to the 
late Mr. Brine, on this head; together with his 

preface to the ' Two Opinions Tried, will, I am 
perſuaded, meet with wall proof of what I have 
here ſaid. [8 

The queſtion,” hou he, is this, whether the 
<< exiſtence of ſin is neceſſary to the exiſtence of 
4 grace? or whether the "moſt high was under 
«* neceſſity to have recourſe to this expedient, : to 
introduce, decree, or make ſin to be unavoida- 
4 ble, in order to © manifeſt the riches 'of his 
grace (q) ?” 8. 2 
But who are they that ſuppaſe ſin was ads 

unavoidable (r.)! with whom are the above queſ- 
tions, if not with Mr. Fohnfon ? or where are 
ey to be found ett in his book ? could he 


wa ac 1 Rvangelical Truths, p. 14. 
Cl r) That is, that the reaſonable creature was left with · 
out power to avoid fin; or was compelled to the com- 
miſſion of it. 1 know not that this is ſuppoſed by any. 


really 


— — 


1 35 J 


really belieye that this was a true ſtate of the caſe, 


betwixt Mr. Brine and him? he might indeed 
think what he has expreſſed; this I ſhall not de- 
ny: but poſſitive I am, there is no line or ſen- 


tence in all Mr. Brine has wrote, from which ſuch 


a thought can naturally be collected, or from 
whence the above queſtions will fairly ariſe. The 
very piece of that invaluable author, which Mr. 


Fobnſou had under conſideration, when he wrote 


his Evangelical Truths Vindicated, in it he thus ex- 


preſſeth himſelf Mr. Jobnſon, ſays he, rightly 


„ obſerves, that n, in its own nature, cannot 
* poſſibly be of any uſe to any being. That it is 
« what God bates; and it is what makes every 
« creature miſerable, where it takes place, And 
„in alone makes ſalvation needful : without which 
no ſaluation could haue been. | ; 

« Theſe things are true. It is certain that 


„ no ſinful act, as ſuch, can be N of 


good. 
* The moſt precious benefit ſpring * * 

& crucifixion and death of Chriſt. But thoſe 
benefits are no effects arifing from the ſin of 
the barbarous Jews, who crucified, and put 
him to death. Fruits they are of what Chriſt 
e ſuffered; but the ſinful actions of the Jeus, 
< which they put forth upon him in his ſufferings, 
had not the leaft cauſal influence in che pro- 
« duction of thoſe fruits. They are the proper 
2 4 of the wiſe and holy conſtitution of 
D 2 « God, 
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„ God, of the matter of his ſufferings, and of 
the infinite dignity of the perſon of the bleſſed 
„ ſufferer. So that the ſinful actions of his 


< murderers, had no efficiency'at all in the pro- : 
« ductions of the happy effects of his death. A 
« They wholly ſpring from that which he ſuffer- 1 
« ed, and not in the leaſt from the criminal acts a 
<« of thoſe by whom he did ſuffer. And though, y 
* upon the commiſſion of evil, great humilia- tl 
tion, ſelf- abaſement, and indignation againſt e 
„ fin, may ariſe in the mind of a good man, as g 
<« they did in David for inſtance; yet, the ſin- Pe 
« ful act, or acts committed, have no efficiency 0¹ 
in producing thoſe good effects. The grace th 
4 of God, taking occaſion, from the ſin com- br 
< mitted, to operate on the mind in the way of his 
<« holy, ſpiritual, and gracious conviction, works 
<« theſe deſirable effects. It is not ſin, that hum- we 
«© bles the ſoul; but divine grace, effecting a ne! 
<« proper ſenſe of its evil nature in the mind, to 
« after the commiſſion of it, lays the ſoul apf 
« Jow (5. it; 
It is evident from hence, that Mr. Brine had rea 
not any objection to Mr. Johaſon's notion concern- all 
ing the nature of ſin, or the natural conſequences ow: 
of it. And is it not ſomewhat ſtrange, that any te 
one, who had read the above paſſage, ſhould hav 


ever ſuggeſt, that it was a queſtion with the au- of | 


| thor 
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thor, whether the exiſtence. of fin, is neceſſary to 


the exiſtence of grace? it ſeems, indeed, very ne- 
ceſſary that Mr. Jobnſon ſhould ſo ſtate the caſe, 
in order to proceed, in what he had to ſay, with 
any appearance of propriety. For let but the 
| ſtate of the queſtion be changed; from the falſe, 
impoſing light, in which he has repreſented it; 
and fixed as, in fact, it ought to ſtand, then the 
whole of his pretended reaſoning, falls intirely to 
the ground. The queſtion is not, whether the 
exiſtence of fin, is neceſſary to the exiſtence of 
grace? that it is, is falſe, and not in Mr. Johnſon's 
power to prove it otherwiſe. It is not, what was, 
or was not, in the nature of things? or whether 
the moſt high was under a neceſſity to this or that? 
but what was and is the determination of his will, 
his counſel, or decree. | 

Whether, according to this, grace "= wlory 
would have taken place upon his elect, if ſin had 


never intervened? but it was not for Mr. Johnſon 


to hold to the point; and therefore he has moſt 
apparently gone from it, and wrote very wide of 
it; all he has ſaid, only amuſes the inattentive 
reader, leaves Mr. Brine in the full poſſeſſion of 
all his arguments, on that head, and renders his 
own performance juſtly deſerving of a filext con- 
tempt; though ſome, for no other reaſon, may 
have ignorantly gloried in an iner conqueſt 
of his opponent. 
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Fifthb, God made man upright. He was pure 
and free from fin; from any propenſity in his na- 
ture to what is evil, or the leaſt indifferency to 
that which is good. This is neceſſary to be ob- 
ſerved, in vindicating the divine character, and 
in making manifeſt that God is not n author of 


ſin. God made man upright (i). 


The contrary to, the want wy or any defect in 
wprightneſs, | is a want of conformity to the divine 
law, and therefore is fin : confequently, had God 


formed man with any ſuch contrariety, want, or 
defect, he had formed him a ſinful creature, and 


fo had been the author of ſin. But this is incon- 


ſiſtent with his infinite perfections, and abſurd, 


yea, blaſphemous to imagine. Such as God 
created man, ſuch was he the object of his ap- 
probation and delight; but that being, not pure 
and free from ſin, cannot, as ſuch, be the object 
of divine approbation; therefore man, as formed 
by his creator, was pure and free from that evil 
thing. Every, even the leaft, degree of propen- 


ſity to the commiſſion of iniquity is ſinful; and 


therefore inconſiſtent with that purity of nature 


in which man was originally made. Nay, the 


mind of man, in that ſtate, could not be the ſub- 
ject of any indifferency to that which is good and 


acceptable in the ſight of God; ſince that would 
ſuppoſe ſome ſinful defect in his formation. For 


(t) Ectleſ.. vii. 29. 
a reaſonable 
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aà reaſonable creature not to be determined for, 


cleave to, and delight in, what is good and holy, 
indicates ſome alienation. of the mind from God, 
a want of love to him and of. zeal for his glory; 
all of which, are incompatible with perfect rec- 
titude. Moteover, - every being to which the 
almighty maker gave exiſtence, as at was perfect in 
its kind, ſo was it free from miſery, and the ſubject 
of fuch happineſs as was ſuited to the nature of 
it: and it is not conſiſtent with the goodneſs of 
God that it ſhould be otherwiſe, it is highly diſ- 
honourable to bim, whoſe very nature is infinite 
goodneſs, to ſuppoſe; he would bring forth a crea- 
ture in miſery, or make that connate with its ex- 
iſtence; and the reaſonable creature, which only 
can be the ſubject of moral good, or evil, ſin, 
or holineſs, cannot be free from miſery, or poſſeſ- 
ſed of an happineſs ſuited to its nature, without 
being free from ſin, or the ſubject of unſpotted 
holineſs. Therefore, it is not conſiſtent with 

divine goodneſs, that human nature ſhould have 
any ſtain of evil, as from the creating hand. 
Farther; as the glory of God was the ultimate 


end of all his works in general, ſo of creating 


man in particular; and man cannot exiſt, but 
he muſt, of neceſſity, be either wiſe or fooliſh, 
holy or unholy, righteous or unrighteous ; yet 
had he been formed deſtitute of thoſe excellen- 
cies, and the ſubject of theſe reproachful quali- 


ties, what glory then, from his conſtitution, to 
the 
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the author of his being? wherefore, Jebovab, 
agreeable to his own-moſt holy nature; as pro- 
per for his own approbation and delight; as ſuited 
to the felicity of his creature, and correſpondent 
to the ultimate end of all his counſels and all his 
ways, he created man in his own image; in the like- 
neſs of the adorable Three-One. And God ſaid, 
Let us make man in our image, after our likeneſs :— 
fo God created man in his aun image, in the image 
of God created he bim: male and female created he 
them (4). This image, con- created with man, 
conſiſted, according to the language of the New 
Teftament, in knowledge, righteouſneſs, ard true 
bolineſs (x). His underſtanding, thus coming 
immediately from the father of lights, was free 
from every cloud of ſinful ignorance; his judg- 
ment, perfectly juſt, and his heart clear of every 
vain imagination. It is true, man's underſtand- 
ing was then limited, and muſt, of neceſſity, for 
ever ſo be; and the limits of it were then, as 
they always ſhall be, fixed according to the ſove- 
reign pleaſure of his creator: however, this we 
may be ſure of, that his capacious knowledge, 
was ſuch, as fully to comprehend, whatever came 
within the compaſs of his duty; and that he 
clearly perceived, every thing requiſite for the 
| PO of his then n ſtate. 


6 Gen. i. 26, 27. (x) Cel, iii. 10. Eph. iv. 24. 


Sixthly, 


1 
Sixthiy, God endued nan with power ſufficient 
for perfet? obedience, to that holy, juſt, and good 
lau, to which be was bound n to conform, 
in thought, word, and deed. | s 
It doth not comport with- * * juſtice or 

goodneſs of God, that he ſhould command man 
to keep a law, and threaten him with death, yea, 
death eternal, ſhould he fail in one. ſingle point, 
yet leave him without a capacity every way equal 
to the duty enjoined. Far be it from us, to re- 
preſent the ſupreme Lord, as requiring to reap 
where he did not ſow, or to gather where he did 
not ſtraw. Though the moſt high be ſovereign, 
in all his diſpenſations towards his creatures; yet 
is he not tyrannical in am of them. Mr. Jobnſon 
obſerves, that, As God did not create man un- 
“ holy, neither did he create him impotent (y), ” 
This is moſt. certainly true: for had man been 
impotent, he had been unholy. Inability to obey 
the divine. law, 1s, in a reaſonable creature, a 
moral defect; and every moral defect is unholi- 
neſs. There can be no incapacity in men, for a 
perfect conformity to the commandments of God, 
but what /uppeſes, nay ts, the depravity of the 
human mind. The underſtanding is darkened; 
ſome ſinful bias lies upon the will ; or ſome cor- 
ruption and diſorder infect the inferior powers of 
the ſoul. All our deficiency for a ſinleſs obe- 


6 Evangelical Truths. p. 23. 
| dience 


K 

dience, hath its ſpring in ſome one, or all, of 
theſe. If man, in his original ſtate, had been 

unable to diſcern, with the utmoſt clearneſs and 
certainty, whatſoever lay within the compaſs of 
his duty, or was eſſential to his happineſs, he had 
been incapable of dere by _— n or * enjoying 
the omer.. 

Though his intention had been decor upright, 
his heart perfectly ſincere, and his will poſitively 
determined for obedience to God and the enjoy- 
ment of him; yet this could not have ſecured 
kim, from miſtaking the proper object of his 
worſhip, and the true ſource of his felicity. He 
might, notwithſtanding, have called evil good, and 
good evil (x); he might have fixed his confidence 
in, and placed his higheſt affection upon, ſome 
finite being; directed his devotion to ſome” fate 
deity, and ſo have worſhipped ww Ne ou erea- 
ture more than the creator (a). Of : 

The moſt ſhocking inſtances of impiety 'have 
ſometimes been committed from ignorance and 
miſapprehenſion, when, we have reaſon to believe, 
the intention was to do God ſervice (b). So need- 
ful is it, that thoſe who would obey the 4271 of 
the Lord, ſhould firſt, well underſtand what it 
is (c). Fooliſh and N (a), are 3 
qualities. 


(z) La. v. 20. (a) Rom. i. 25s (4) Jobn xvi. 2, 3. 
(c) Epb,. v. 12. (d) Tit. iii. 3. 
But 
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manner of man's duty had been to his under - 
ſtanding; the laſt erroneous. bias upon his will, 
had incapacitated him for an upright and exact 
performance of it. A clear caſe it is, that full 
conviction of what is right, and of what is wrong, 
doth not always determine men to abhor evil, 
and cleave to what is grad. Were it not thus, 
none would know his maſter's will, and not be 
prepared to do it (e). Sins againſt light and 
knowledge would ceaſe to be, or, rather, they 
had never been. Nay, though both the under- 
ſtanding and the will unite, as determined con- 
federates, for perfect conformity to the unchang- 
ing rule of righteouſneſs; yet, if in the inferior 
powers, there be found any diſorder, or any diſ- 
affection to the ſerious and important deſign; this 
will render the attempt abortive, and conſtrain 
to the following humble confeſſion and mournful 
complaint; © to will is preſent with me; but 
* how to perform that which is good I find 
* not (F).“ But God did not create man with 
any of theſe deficiencies; neither did he fix him 
under any ſuch diſadvantages: and as man can- 
not be, in any degree, unholy, but he muſt be 
unable for a complete obedience to the law of 
his maker ; ſo he could not be created holy, but 


fe) Luke xi. 47, / Rom. vii. 18. 


he 
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enable. Man Jeing ye: furniſhed, * md. 
ſufficient for perfect obedience to the divine law ; his 
creator left him wholly to his own choice, with re- 
gard to his conduct, without any ſupernatural in- 
fluence, eitber to render his obedience certain and 
inyariable, or to * . e him to 
hm... 


That no influence: did infallibly PRO 
Adam for, or confirm him in, obedience, is- evi- 
dent from matter of fact; and that God ſhould, 
by any means, compel him to the dreadful apoſ- 
tacy into which he fell, is inconſiſtent with his 

infinite pertections, and even ſhocking ta * 
poſe. 

Man was, lead, left ; in a ſtate of mutabilicy 8 
liable to ſin againſt God, and bring deſtruction | 

upon himſelf; but ſurely his being mutable, and 
therefore liable to fail in his duty, is no argu- 
ment, that he was under a neceſſity to diſobey: 
Should any affirm, that ſince the divine being 
did not unchangeably fix man in his original ho—-— 
lineſs and happineſs, he is, therefore, chargeable 
with his revolt, and all the direful conſequences 
of it; inaſmuch as the caſe ſuppoſed, is un- 
doubted matter of fact, I leave them to maintain 
the charge they advance upon it, and to anſwer 
it to the tremendaus majeſty, for thus arraigning 
him at their bar. ä 
I moſt 
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I I moſt heartily agree with Mr. Fobn/en, © that 
man's fall was not from ſome trap which God 
4 had laid for him (g) ; being firmly perſuaded, 
there was nothing in his conſtitution, nothing in 
any circumſtance in which God had fixed him, 
nor in any of his diſpenſations towards him, 
which could compel him to rebel againſt his ſove- 
reign, or neceſſitate him thereunto: nor can any 
thing man had within him, or without him, ever 
excuſe, or in the leaſt extenuate, that dreadful 
crime. Nay; the very, the unſpeakably, holy 
and happy ſtate, in which man was placed, ſerves, 
in every view of it, to juſtify God in the higheſt 
degree, in reference to man's fall, and to aggra- 
vate the guilt of the apoſtate, beyond concep- 
tion. His ſoul was the ſubject of ſhining holi- 
neſs, without any mixture of evil, or inclination 
thereunto. — There was then no luſting of the 
fleſb againſt the ſpirit, nor the leaſt dangerous 
enticement in the heart — nothing in his under- 
ſtanding, will, or affections, to render an un- 
blameable obedience impoſſible, or at all difficult 
to him. — All within him was ſweetly diſpoſed 
to a regular uniform, and conſtant walk with God 
his maker. How delightful his ſituation and the 
circumſtances of it! Theſe were perfectly ade- 
quate to the utmoſt deſire of his enlarged ſoul, 
and exquiſitely adapted to gratify every ſenſe, of 
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his pure and uncorrupted body. He. could not 
fix an eye, lend an ear, or caſt a thought, but 
he collected the unſpeakable joys and pleaſures, 
which ſprung from his creator's bounty to him. 
He felt no pain, he knew no ſorrow, had no 
gloomy thought, tormenting fear, nor uneaſy ap- 
prehenſion. He ſaw himſelf, only in ſubordina- 
dination to his God, Lord of the lower creation; 
nothing flying in the air, moving upon the earth, 
or in the water, but what was for his uſe, and at 
bis ſervice, in order to afford him ſatisfaction and 
delight; whilſt every ſtream of ꝑleaſure he en- 
joyed through the creatures, was ſwallowed up 
in a ſweet ſenſe of infinite favour, and the con- 
ſtant and raviſhing communion he had, with the 
author and giver of all his bliſs. He dearly ſaw 
what his duty was, and experimentally felt where- 
in his happineſs did conſiſt; nor was he in any 
danger of departing from the one, nor of being 
deprived of the other; but what was fully pointed 
out unto him, what he was ſolemnly warned of, 
and what, if he would, he might very well have 
avoided. What then could induce to, or what 
can poſſibly excuſe, the SRO nn y_ 
his immortal king * 

Why did he treat the n of; — * 
his ſupreme authority, with vile contempt} why 
did he cenſure his truth, ſuſpect deceit in his 
open and awful declarations, accuſe his kindneſs, 

and judge him cruel! why ſhould he be diſſatis- 
fied 
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fied with Tuch exalted felicity, relinquiſh his 
honourable ſtation, and plunge himſelf into an 
abyſs of fin and miſery ! 4 n 

Erghtly, Man being left to his own whales in 
the matter and manner of his conduct; the moral 
- wſe, or abuſe, of that power, with which be was 
amply qualified for obedience to God, was * 


dependent on bis free lll. 
His creator turned him out of his "PD upon 


the ſcene of action, attended with every advan- 
cage deſirable, or needful, for performing the 
wiſe and happy part: life and death, bleſſing and 
curſing, were ſet before him; yet was he left a 
free agent, to act at pleaſure, as to the choice he 
would make, the good or the evil he would do. 
It is true, man's activity famply. conſidered as 
ſuch, in that ſtate was, as in every other it muſt 
neceſſarily be, abſolutely dependent upon God. 
Without a conſtant influx of divine power, Adam 
could not have acted at all, good or evil. To 
imagine that any creature, in heaven, earth, or 
hell, can put forth an act, independent of the 
creator, is ia degree of abſurdity not to be ex- 
ceeded. None could: ſtir a foot, lift an hand, or 
move a tongue, did not the divine being, the 
frſt cauſe, and firm foundation, of all exiſtence, 
afford, and maintain the power reuqiſite for ſuch 
action: But then we mult obſerve, that no 
action, ſimply conſidered as an actoni, is in it ſelf 
ſinful: it is the error in it, which conſtitutes 1 it 
. 1: 
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ſo: for inſtance; it is not ſinful to eat dt drink; 
to walk, ſtand, or ſit; but it would be ſinful, to 
eat or drink to exce/s; to walk in the counſel of the 
ungodly, ſtand in the way of finners, or ſit in the 
ſeat of the ſcornful (H. And as we muſt diſtin- 
guiſh betwixt an a#7ion, and the quality of it; ſo 
alſo, betwixt that influence, without which an action 
can. ot be, andthat which renders any action ſinful. 
The neceſſity of this diſtinction is moſt obvious; 
ſince to deny it would infer, either, that a creature 
can act independent of the creator; or, that when 
the creature does evil, the influence to that evil, is 
as much from God, as the influence to the ac in- 
felf. Every action, ſimply conſidered, as it is 
from, ſo it carries in it demonſtration of, and does 
honour to, the eternal power and God. bead: but 
not ſo the /in that may attend it: that proceeds 
from the weakneſs, folly, and madneſs of the 
creature; is a ſhame and reproach to it, and tends 
to the ruin and deſtruction ef it. Mr. Charnock, 
upon this point, as upon others, ſpeaks with ſolid . 
judgment and due caution : * God, ſays he, ſup- 
“ports the faculties wherewith a man ſinneth, and 
« ſupports a man in that aft wherein he finneth, 
« but "concurs not to the ſinfulneſs of that att. 
“ No fin doth properly conſiſt in the act itſelf, 
« as an act, but in the deficiency of that act from 
« the rule. No action wherein there is ſin, but 
e may be done as an action, though not as an 


(h) Eph. 5.18. Pal. i, 1. 
e irregular 
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« irregular action. Killing a man is not in it 
« ſelf. unlawful; for then no magiſtrate ſhould 
execute a malefactor for murdering another, 
and all juſtice would ceaſe in the world; man 
“ alſo muſt diveſt himſelf of all thoughts of 
e preſerying his life againſt an invader; but to 

„ kill a man without juſt cauſe, without au- 
„ thority, without rule, contrary to rule, out 
« of revenge, is unlawful. So that it is not the 
« act, as an act, is the ſin, but the ſwerving of 
e that act from the rule, makes it a ſinful act: 
<« ſo ſpeaking, as ſpeaking, is not a fin; for it is 
4 A power and act God hath endued us with; but 
« ſpeaking irreverentlyanddiſhonourably of God, 
* of falſely and flanderouſly of man, or any 
* otherwiſe irregularly, therein the ſm lies. 80 
1c that it is eaſy to conceive that an act and the 
<« yiciouſneſs of it are ſeparable (ih. n 
Hence i it follows, that, as every creature is de- 
pendent upon God for the power of action; and 
as the ſin of any action is from the error of the 
creature, God may, therefore, ſupport the crea - 
give influence to, nor be the author of, the ſinful- 
neſs of thoſe acts. God gave influence to the 
act of Adam in eating the forbidden fruit; yet he 
gave not influence to, nor was he the author of, 
the ſinfulneſs of that action. The ſin did not 


. (4) Treatiſe of- Divine — p· 73» 74 
E conſiſt 
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conſiſt in eating, ſimply conſidered; but in eating 
that which God commanded him not to eat. To 


eat, was a natural act, and as ſuch good; to cat 
what was prohibited, was a violation of the ſacred 
law, and therefore ſinful. In both the act, and 
the ſinfulneſs of it, man was free, and acted 


upon the bottom of his own choice, though ab- 


ſolutely dependent 1 27 God for the * of 


action. 


I hope what hatk back already ſaid, may catchy 
Mr. Jobnſon, or any impartial reader, that we do 
not impute man's apoſtaſy to any neceſſitating 
decree in God, or to any trap which God had laid 
for him. The horrid fact was what man wilfully 


and rebelliouſly committed, and the n * it 


an lies where God hath fixed it. 10 
Nevertheleſs, though man's fall was s f himſelf; 


| cough he therein acted freely, without compul- 
ſion or conſtraint; and notwithſtanding every in- 
dividual of his fallen poſterity, in the whole of 
their rebellious courſe, do move, not as machines, 
under ſome neceſſitating force of a divine decree; 
but as free agents, acting from, and according to, 


cheir own choice; yet is it a moſt certain, and no 
leſs obvious, truth, that the wiſe and holy God 


did, from everlaſting, decree to permit the fall 


of Adam, and all the ſins that have en, or 
an be, conſequent thereupon. 


Mr. 
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Mr. Jobnſon derides it, as an * old ſtale ſtory, 
that God from eternity unchangeably decreed 
« whatſoever cometh to paſs (&).” | 
But had he ſeriouſly conſidered the explication, 
which many great and good men have given of 
that propoſition; and modeſtly replied to the ar- 
guments they have offered, for the defence of it, 
as a truth juſtly deducible from natural prin- 
ciples, and manifeſtly confirmed by the word of 
God; I fay, had he done this, I am of opinion, 
it had been as much to his hondur as the con- 
temptuous ſacer, and more ſatisfactory to the 
thoughtful reader, than his bare cenſure. 
However, I believe he will allow, that we 
ought to reverence, and, in this matter, ſubmit 
all our determinations to that oracle, from which 
we hear of one, who. declares the end from the 
Beginning, and from ancient times the things that 
are not yet done; ſaying, my ceunſel ſhall ftend, 
and. I will, do all my pleaſures, Iſa. 46. 10. I ſup- 
poſe, Mr. Jobn/on will hardly affirm, that the end 
may be declared from the beginning, without any 
regard had to, or certainty of, the intervening 
circumſtances, which fall in between the be- 
ginning and the end; and if in ſuch declaration, 
all events are ſummed up, and regard had to the 
ſeveral parts of the complete ſyſtem, their infalli- 
ble certainty, and the influence which each ſhall 
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have upon the whole; then, the ſteady counſel 
here referred to, muſt doubtleſs, comprehend, 
not only what the infinite and unchangeable God 
would effect, but alſo what he would permit. 

But that it may fully appear, God did, in his 
eternal counſel, decree the permiſſion of ſin, let 
the following things be impartially conſidered. 

Firſt, That a decree, is a determinate purpoſe, 
or reſolution, in the mind of ſome intelligent be- 
ing: or it is the determination of the will of ſuch 
being, as to what ſhall, or ſhall not be, in refer- 
ence to. the er to which ſuch decrep: re- 
lates. - 

Amongſt men, a PPE is generally as telt 
of a deliberate counſel or conſultation; in alluſion 
to which, the ſcriptures ſpeak of the counſel of 
God: but what is yet andy under conſideration, 
and not © ana mand, is, as uy no 
decree.” 

Hezekiab, Aan to reform ** . to 
promote the worſhip, and advance the glory of 
his God; calls his council, to conſult meaſures 

moſt proper for the pious and important purpoſe; 

and what was judged beſt, being propoſed and 
found agreeable to the whole, it ' pleaſed the king 
aud all the congregation; they fixed the point, ab- 
ſolutely determined, and thus efablifhed a decrer, 

2. Chron. xxx. 1, 2, 3, 4 5. Tet it is the de- 
termination it ſelf, whether with or without coun- 

ſel, which conſtitutes, or 45, the , decree. The 


heathen 
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heathen monarch, having, though ra ſnly and un- 
juſtly, poſitively determined within himſelf, that 
the Chaldeans ſhould makeknownto him his dream, 
or elſe be cut in pieces, he thus intimates to them 
his awful reſolution : but if ye will not make known 
to me the dream, there is but one decree for you, 
Sc. and thus laws enacted by princes and ru- 
lers, are called decrees; becauſe they contain, and 
expreſs, the determination and pleaſure of the 
ſovereign. Accordingly, by the decree of God, 
we underſtand, the poſitive and unalterable de- 
termination of his moſt holy will, in reference 
both to what he will or will not do, and in refer- 
ence to what he will or will not permit, or ſuffer, 
to be done by others. His determination to per- 
mit, or ſuffer, others to do, is, and muſt be, as 
poſitive and unchangeable, as his determination 
is, in regard to what he himſelf will perform. 
Mr. Jobnſon tells us, that, if he has any un- 
derſtanding in this caſe, © @ decree to permit is an 
ambiguous phraſe ().“ 
From the liberties he hath elſewhere taken, one 
may conclude, he doth not much ſuſpect his own 
underſtanding: and allowing the phraſe, à decree 
to permit, to be ſomewhat doubtful ; has he not 
then, been a little too-ſevere upon it, and upon 
thoſe who have made uſe of it, as applied to 
God's purpoſe in relation to the fall of man? 
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why has Mr. Johnſon, meerly for the uſe of a 
phraſe, which, he thinks, conveys no determi- 
nate idea, repreſented any as the very worſt of 
beretics, or as teaching, that God is the author 
of all the fin and miſery in which men are involv- 
ed, or to which they are obnoxious ? why did he 
not conclude, that no Auch blaſphemous tenets 
were ever intended by them, though they have 
uſed this phraſe? eſpecially, ſince they have con- 
ſtantly declared, in words of no doubtful con- 
ſtruction, that they diſavow and abhor ſuch ſen- 
timents. Would not charity, or juſtice, - have 
directed him, to have explained the phraſe in their 
favour, rather than to have ſo nn re- 
proached them for it ? 
Yet after all, I confeſs, I do not fee wherein 
the ambiguity of theſe words conſiſts. Should I 
ſay, it was the will of God to permit the fall; 
will this pleaſe Mr. Jobnſen any better? or muſt 
I affirm, that God permitted the fall, without, 
or contrary to, his will? and ſo to avoid a dubious 
| ſenſe, ſpeak no ſenſe at all; or rather, to prevent 
being miſtaken, expreſs the greateſt abſurdity, 
and dare flatly to contradict Mr. Jobnſon too? 
who himſelf allows, that it was the will of God 
to permit the fall. His words are theſe; © if we 
e mean no more than this, that it was the good 
« pleaſure of God to try mankind, or to let him 
” have the trial of himſclf, by leaving him to 
, * the 
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te the freedom of his own will; den God per- 
mitted the fall (m).“ | 


That God left man to the freedom of his own 
will, in this we agree. Here then, according to 
Mr. John ſon himſelf, God did permit the fall. 


Thus far alſo we are agreed. But the difference 


lies here: we connect the word decree, with ſuch 


permiſſion; this connexion Mr. Jobnſon thinks 
unnatural and ſerves only to perplex the ſenſe: he 
chuſes, therefore, at leaſt for the ſake of per- 
ſpicuity, to ſubſtitute the words good-pleaſure,. 
The caſe then is this, Mr. Tobnſon's judgment 1s, 
that it was God's good-pleaſure to permit the fall: 


it 1s the opinion of others, it Was God's decree to. | 


permit the fall. The ſuppoſed difference, then, 
betwixt God's good-pleaſure, and his decree, is all 
that js left to be diſputed. I confeſs, the phraſes, 
ditfer;. but a difference in the ſenſe, I cannot diſ- 
cern. Though, therefore, Mr. Johnſen hath 
made all this buſtle, and reproached the whole 
Calviniſtical tribe, as he calls them, with the moſt 
monſtrous conſequences, for maintaining that 
God did decree the permiſſion of ſin; yet after 
all, notwithſtanding he boggles at the phraſe they 
uſe; he holds the thing they intend: and, upon 


the bottom of his own conceſſion, he will never 


be able to make one rational exception, to either 


the e they os: or the words e br | 
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they expreſ it; till he hath firſt clearly demonſtra- 
ted a diſtinction betwixt the good-pleaſure of God, 
and his decred, when applied as above, and fully 
proved, that 1 not the very ſame 2 
But, © 

Secondly, Gol being nis in his anderftnts. 
ing, muſt, with \rifallible certainty, foreknow 
whatſoever cometh to pak, whether it be good or 
evil. 

The nature of the divine being, infers the 
truth of this doctrine ; or that he, from everlaſt- 
ing, had in one full, clear, ſteady, and abiding 
view, all his creatures, with all their actions, and 
every attending circumſtance, which have already 
been, now are, or ſhall be hereafter. No new 
ideas have entered his perfect and eternal mind, 

relative to the nature, the number, the ſtate, the 
conduct, or the end of them. That underſtanding 
is incapable of enlargement which is not limited and 

is perfect. That being, which may receive far- 
ther intelligence, doth, for the preſent, only 
know in part: and that being, which ever did, 
at any time, from any circumſtance whatſoever, 
obtain the leaſt degree of information, was once 
ignorant of what he now knows. Conſequently, 
to ſuppoſe, that any new ideas enter the divine 
mind, from any event which falls out in time, is 
to ſuppoſe, that ignorance doth, or at leaſt once 
did, attend the only wiſe God. This I imagine 
none will affirm; and therefore all muſt allow, 
| that 


11 
chat whatever hath been, is, or ever ſhall be, 
whether done by God himſelf, or by any of his 
creatures, was evident and certain to him from | 
eternity. There is no creature which is not mani- | 
feſt in his ſigbt; for all things are naked and open 
unto the eyes of him with whom we have to do (u). 
If this were not as true of him from everlaſting 
as It is at preſent, he hath now a more enlarged 
diſcernment than he once had; and neither can it 
be true, that- known unto him are all bis works 
from the beginning (0). For if there is any ſtate 
of the creature, or any thing done by the crea- 
ture, which from the beginning were not known | 
to God, neither could all his works be then known 
unto him; ſince it is certain, that all theſe works 
have an exactly ſuitable relation to the ſtate and 
conduct of his creatures. I ſuppoſe none will | 
deny, that what hath been, is, and yet will be, 
done by men in particular, the ſubjects of God's 
moral kingdom and government in our world, 
will greatly affect the whole ſyſtem of affairs; or 
that correſpondent to theſe, the divine diſpenſa- 
tions conſtantly are and will be regulated. Will 
it not alſo be allowed, that no being whatſoever, 
can fix the plan of his on operations, with infal- 
lible certainty, as to the event, who cannot, with 
equa] certainty, foreſee every fubje& and all the 
circumſtances of it, to which thoſe operations 
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ſhall bear any relation, ſhall affect, or be affected 
by? And mult it not then be granted, that God 
himſelf, without perfectly foreſeeing the whole 
courſe of mankind in general, the good and evil, 
the virtue and vice, of every individual in parti- - 
cular, could fix no immutable ſcheme, as to his 

own works? Neither could he certainly know. 

what would be the event of them. For though 
he had determined to create the world ; to-endue 
all the creatures with the very ſame powers and 
capacities which they poſſeſſed, as turned out of 
his almighty hand; and to fix, them in the very 
fame circumſtances, :in which they were, when 
he pronounced them very good; yet, if he did 
not, with infallible certainty, foreſee; all the mo- | 
tions that ever would be in the whole creation, it 
is manifeſt he did not ſee the conſequence of, his 
ſo creating the world, nor could he be certain 
what would be the end of it: Neither could he 
know what ſhould be the diſpenſations of his pro- 
vidence, among and toward his creatures, if he 
did not foreknow what would be done by them, 
and even ſuch of them to whom moral agency 
belongs. Fer inſtance: If God did not foreſee, 
that the angels which ſinned, would apoſtatize 
and not keep heir firjt eſtate; then, neither could 
he fare/ee, that he ſhould caſt them down 10 bell, 
and reſerve them ix everlaſiing chains under dark; 
neſs, unto the judgment of the great day (p). If 
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the diſobedience of our firſt parents; the tempter 
and temptation which occaſioned it, were not ab- 
ſolutely certain to God, from eternity; could 
he then of a certainty know, that he ſhould ar- 
raign, examine, and proceed againſt Adam, his 
wife, and the ſerpent, as he hath done, in relation 
to that rebellious conduct (4)? In one word, what 
ſingle inſtance, in all the courſe of God's wiſe and 
holy providence, could be certain to him, that 
thus he would do, or that hα it ſhould be, if he 
had not a certain and infallible fore-knowledge of 
whatſoever cometh to -paſs? or how could his 
counſel ſtand faſt for ever, and the thoughts of his 
heart endure to all generations (r ?? 

Thirdly, It follows, from what hath been al- 
ready ſaid, that notwithſtanding God determined 
to create man upright, and endue him with power 
for obedience to the law he gave him ; yet leave 
him as a free agent, to his choice, whether he 
would uſe or abuſe that power, obey or tranſgreſs 
that law, the event muſt * leere certain to 
him. 

Thoſe things, which to us appear moſt preca- 
rious and uncertain, as to their being, or not be- 
ing, and as to the means and manner of their 
production, or prevention, have nevertheleſs an 
abſolute certainty in them ; or, rather, there is an 
abſolute certainty in reference to them, that they 


(4) Gen. iii. 9, Se. (, P/al. xXxii. 11. 
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will, or will not, be, 4 d by dis er che 

means, they will be produced, or prevented. 
| "This wont maintain, or give up the doctrine 
of God's certain fore-knowledge of future events. 
For it would be extremely weak, yea in no ſmall 


degree abſurd, to affirm, that an event, which, 


under every conſideration, is abſolutely uncertain, 
as to its being or not being, may be certainly 
known, whether it will or will not be. Conjec- 
ture may be formed; but poſitive concluſion can 
never be drawn, where there is only probability, 
but not certainty, in the premiſes. But then, 
though man was made a free agent, to act upon 
the bottom of his own choice, without any con- 
ſtraint, or reſtraint, to infringe upon the liberty 
of his will; yet, there was an infallible certainty, 
as to all the conceptions of his mind, the deter- 
minations of his will, and every branch of his con- 
duct thereupon, what theſe would be; and which 
certainty was, from eternity, perfectly known to 
God. Let man be conſidered ever fo mutable in 
himſelf; ever ſo liable to this or that change; or 
ever ſo capable of acting this or that, or the con- 
trary; and let his will and choice herein be ever 
ſo free from compulſion or oppoſition; yet, if 
God eternally had in his view, all cauſes, natural 
and moral, poſitive and negative, efficient and 
accidental; together with all their conſequences, 
and the certain connection of one with the other; 
chen was the part man hath acted certain to his 


maker 
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maker, long before he gave being to him. If 
we deny that there were, from eternity, an abſo- 
lute certainty of Adam's revolt from, and rebel- 
lion againſt his creator; we alſo deny God's cer- 
tain and eternal fore- knowledge of that event: 
otherwiſe, we muſt affirm, he knew that to be 
certain, which in fact was uncertain ; which is a 
moſt . abſurd contradiction. And if we allow 
there were, from eternity, an abſolute certainty 
of this event, and yet deny that it was eternally 
certain to God that thus it would be; this is the 
ſame thing as to affirm, that his re e pe is not 
abſolutely perfect. 

Fourthiy, If God did from evernity- forthe, 
with infallible certainty, that man, being fixed in 
the ſtate in which he was fixed, would act the 
very part he hath ſince done; then, God's eternal 
Purpoſe or Hecree, to fix man in that very ſtate and 
#0 other, plainly ſuppoſeth bis eternal: purpoſe or 
Aucrte, 10 unn that ous = which man bath 
a d. 

That it was the divine outpele mom everlaſt 
ing, to create man; to endue him with the very 
ſame power which was given to him; and to place 
him in thoſe circumſtances, and no other than 


thoſe, which he enjoyed in his primeval felicity, 
muſt be allowed, or God's immutability and in- 
finite perfection are denied: and that the all-wiſe 
creator, did eternally foreſce, that man, thus 
formed and fixed, would certainly involve him- 
1 ſelf 
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ſelf and his poſterity in ſin and guilt, this is what 
both Mr. Johnſon and his friend, have granted. 
The former affirms it to be undeniable from 
< ſcripture-teſtimony,. that the moſt high is abſo- 
« lutely perfect in his preſcience ; or that he, in 
one uninterrupted view from eternity, foreſaw 
every thing that ever would in time come to 
<« pals (5). And the latter declares that, as 
« the eternal God is omniſcient,, he eternally 
« foreſaw the entrance of ſin.” If then the di- 
vine being eternally foreſaw that Adam, though 
poſſeſſed of power to obey, would neyertheleſs 
certainly rebel; is not the concluſion-undeniably 
clear, viz. that God could no more be undeter- 
mined, whether fin ſhould or ſhould not have a 
being, by and in Adam, than he could be unde- 
termined, whether Adam ſhould or ſhould not 
have the being and ſtate; he originally had ? 
Therefore, for any to affirm, God had ng. deter- 
mination, or decree, in reference to the ſin of, man. 
whether it ſhould or ſhould not have a being, muſt 
either proceed from unaccountable ſtupidity. o or 
be a deſigned evaſion... .. 

The miniſter, referred o in the 7 Wo. 1 Opiniats 
Tried, is, at leaſt, repreſented as obſerving, .** that 
if God never intended ſin to have a being, 
his intention, in that particular, is fruſtrated, 


00 Preface, p. 11. C.) Two Opinions Tried, p. 27. 
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and his purpoſe diſannulled (2) D. Taking it, 
as I ſuppoſe, for granted, that God did either in- 
tend to permit or prevent the being of fin; and 
conſequently, that it u, or ſhould not, have a 
being. To which Mr. Johnſon's, friend makes 
the following reply; © doth his not intending 
that {in ſhould have a being, neceſſarily ſup- 
<< poſe therefore, that he muſt intend it ſhould ' 
% not have a being? if it doth, then it is cer- 
<* tain he intended fin ſhould have a being; and 
if he did intend this, then fin could not poſiibly 
have any dependence upon the creature for its 
being, and therefore could not be his work or 
e his-own production; but muſt be the work of 
God, as the effect of that unfruſtrable inten- 
« tion. But as we eſteem it an eternal- truth that 
God never did intend fin to have a being, we 
eſteem it cqually true, that God did not intend 
it never ſhould have a being, or make the 
being thereof impoſſible; for as God ſolely 
<« inveſted the being, or the non- being of lin, 
„ in the free will, choice, and power of the 
„creature, independent of himſclf, it muſt be 
be abſolutely impoſſible for him to intend, 
„either that it certainly ſhould, or that it ſhould 
not be (a).“ Upon which I obſerve, | 

I. That if God had no intention in reference 
to the being of ſin, then he neither wilted nor 


cc 


(«) Two Opinions Tried, p. 16, 17. (x) bid. p. 34 
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nilled ew being of it: but to fay, that he neither 
willed nor nilled'this, is, I think, too abſurd for 
any to give into, if not forced to it, in defending 
fome ap og . ex he is ung — 
up: © 

If God id not will, nor nil, the being of 
ſin, this, ſurely, muſt be, either becauſe the 
ſubject not willed, nor nilled, was abſolutely. hid 
from him; fo that it was not poſſible he ſhould 
have any thought about it; or elſe, though he 
knew that it would have a being, his mind was 
perfectly indifferent with regard to the being or 
non: being of it. The former ſuppoſition denies 
the perſection of his fore-knowledge;;-the latter 
ſuppoſes him wholly regardleſs of one of the moſt 
awful and important events, that ever fell out in 
the whole creation: but this is inconſiſtent, both 
with his hatred to the evil of ſin, and his appro- 
bation of thoſe wife, holy and great ends, for 
which he over- rules its being, and with an eye to 
which, he willed the permiſſion of it. 
2. If God had no intention in Würde w Gi; 
as that it ſhould or ſhould not be; then neither 
did he intend the exerciſe of punitive juſtice, nor 
of pardoning mercy,that this ſhould or ſhould not 
be: for the exerciſe of ſuch juſtice, ormercy, never 
was, nor ever can be, but upon a guilty criminal. 
But if God did not eternally will the exerciſe 
of both ſueh juſtice and mercy, then he did not 
'fo will what he himſelf hath already done; and 
8 therefore, 
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therefore, it would not be true, that he worketh 
all things after the counſel of his own will. 
3. The reaſon which this writer gives, why it 
muſt be impoſſible for God to intend either that 
ſin ſhould or ſhould not be; not only wants ex- 
plaining, but will be found inconcluſive and im- 
ma 
Certainly he will not affirm, that the . of 
fin was abſolately and in every ſenſe independent of 
God; and if not, then he ought to have told us 
in abit ſenſe it was ſo. No ſin could have been 
without a creature and its acting; yet every crea- 
ture, and every act of the creature, have an abſo- 
| Jute dependence upon the divine will and power 
for their exiſtence. 
Again, it either was, or was not, ben; 
and eternally in the power of God to prevent the 
being of ſin; the negative would ſuppoſe ſome 
power ſuperior to that of almighty, to have been 
employed for the bringing of ſin into exiſtence, 
which is abſurd: and if God, from eternity, had 
it in his power to prevent the being of ſin; then it 
muſt be dependent upon his will, whether it 
ſhould or ſhould not be. It muſt be wholly at his 
pleaſure, whether he would prevent, or he would 
ſuffer, permit or not prevent the being of it. 
4. I freely grant, that the being or non-being 
of ſin, was ſo far inveſted in the free- will, choice, 
and power of the creature; and fo far, and in 


* ſenſe, independent of God, as that nothing 
f F from 
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from him, did infringe upon the liberty of the 
creature's will, or choice, in either reſtraining 
him from, or compelling him to, the commiſſion 
of ſin. Yea this writer ſhall ſtate the inveſtiture, 
of which he ſpeaks, in as ſtrong a light, and 
take it in as high a ſenſe, as he ſhall chuſe, yet 
will it make nothing at all for his purpoſe here, 
or be any reaſon why it maſt therefore be impoſ- 
ſible with God to intend, either that fin ſhould, 
or ſhould not have a being. For it either was, 
or was not, eternally and abſolutely certain to him, 
what the conſequence of this inveſtiture would 
be : if we ſay it was not abſolutely certain to him, 
what uſe or abuſe the creature would make of the 
liberty and power granted to him, then, we ſtill 
deny the perfection of divine preſcience: and if 
we allow that, prior to his thus inveſting the crea- 
ture, the conſequence was certain to him; could 
he poſſibly be determined upon this inveſtiture, 
and not, at the ſame time, be determined to per- 
mit the conſequence, and that ſuch conſequence 
ſhould therefore be ? | 
g. I confeſs it is with reluctance, but here need- 
ful, that I note what this gentleman hath, I had 
almoſt ſaid, daringly and impiouſly aſſerted, viz. 
that if God intended fin ſhould have a being, 
then ſin could not be the creatures work, · But 
* muſt be the work of God.” _ | 
For any to affirm, that God 1s the actor or doer 
N which he muſt be, i it is his work, c 
PIE, in 


62 
in it the higheſt degree of blaſphemy: but if the 
premiſes are true, from which this writer pretends 
to reaſon, namely, that God did intend ſin ſhould 
have a being, fuch blaſphemy is contained in his 


wild concluſion : and if God foreſaw, and did in- 


tend to permit, the apoſtacy of angels and men, 
then he foteſaw, and did intend to permit, the 


being of ſin; and, conſequently, did intend the 


being of it. But how doth it follow from hence, 
that ſin muſt therefore be his work? is it the 
ſame thing, for him to permit his creatures to act 
moral evil; to intend ſuch permiſſion, and con- 
ſequently the being of ſuch evil; and for him to 
act, or work, that evil himſelf? he who can 
aſſert this, may, no doubt, aſſert whatever he 
ſhall pleaſe. He will, I think, increaſe no man's 
ſurprize, though he affirms alſo, that black and 
white are the ſame identical colour; or that dark- 
neſs and light are the very ſame thing. God's 
poſitive decree, or his abſolute determination, to 
permit the ſin of men, doth by no means make 
him the author, that is, the a#or or doer of it. 
Evident it is, that he hath permitted ſin's en- 
trance, and all the progreſs that it hath made in 
the world; yet who dare, for that reaſon, to 


charge him as the author of it? and if he doth, 


in fact, permit, without being the author of it, 
why might he not decree ſuch permiſſion, without 
coming under this blaſphemous imputation * Is 
it poſſible any man ſhould imagine, there muſt 
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be evil in a decree of ſuch permiſſion, yet no evil 
in the permiſſion itſelf? or will any affirm, that 
God's permiſſion of ſin is wiſe and holy; and 
yet deny, that his intention, or decree, thus to 
permit it, was wiſe and holy alſo? q 4 

-Fifthly, That it was the decree of God, or the 
determination of his will from eternity, to permit 
the being of ſin, is manifeſt, from bis e, 
fo early, to ſave his people from ſin. o 4 

Mr. Johnſon and his friend ſeem willing to-per- 
ſuade their readers, that thoſe whom they have 
to oppoſe imagine; that God intending to make 
his people happy in the enjoyment of himſelf, 
was unable to do it without the being of ſin and 
ſalvation from it; and that, therefore, he was 
under a neceſſity of AI {in unavoidable to 
them. 

What we ſay is as follow: 

1. It is undeniably evident from the ſcriptures, 
that God did eternally purpoſe to redeem and 
ſave his people from ſin. For this very end our 
Lord Feſus Chriſt was fore-ordained before the 
foundation of the world )). And when the 
apoſtle ſpeaks of redemption through his blood, the 
forgiveneſs of fins, according to the. riches of bis 
grace; he obſerves, that herein is made known 
unto us, * the myſtery of his will, according to 
his good pleaſure, ien! he hath Purpoſed in 
* nn 29. 


in 20,21. (=) Epb. i. 7, 9. 
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2. If God did eternally purpoſe to redeem and 
ſave his people from ſin, this ſuppoſeth, that the 
being of ſin was infallibly certain to him; for 
there could be no neceſſity for, nor any propriety 
in, a purpoſe of redemption and ſalvation, but 
with reference to the being of ſin; and vithout 
the certainty of ſin's entrance, there could not 
poſſibly be any certainty, as to the execution of 
ſuch a purpoſe. 

3. No fin ever had, nor - poſlibly could have 
had, a being, had it not been the divine pleaſure 
to permit the being of it; therefore, without the 
infallible certainty of ſuch permiſſion, there 
could be no certainty of ſin's exiſtence, nor of 
redemption and ſalvation from it. 

4. If, therefore, God did from sing pur- 
5 the redemption and ſalvation of his people 
from ſin; this ſuppoſeth the abſolute certainty of 
ſin's being, and, conſequently, God's abſolute 
Determination, or his Decree, call it which you 
pleaſe, to permit the being of it. 

The above, I ſuppoſe, is the ſenſe of what is 
ſaid to be advanced by the miniſter, referred to 
in the Too Opinions Tried p. 15. 16. who having 


abſerved, that God, did eternally purpoſe to par- 


don and fave his elect by the death of his ſon, ac- 
cording to 2 Tim. i. 9. 1 Pet. i. 20. 1 Theſſ. 
v. 9. Eph. i. 9. he then argues, that e 
mercy cannot be diſplayed where no crime is com- 
mitted; nor ſalvation take place where fin hath 
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1 
no exiſtence; and, conſequently, that fach a 
purpoſe could not be executed, without the be. 


ing of fin. To which Mr. Jobnſon's friend very 


abſurdly replies, that, if God could not accom- 
pliſh his own deſigns without the being of ſin, 
« then he could not do them (he means do it) 
« without aſſiſtance from the creature, if fin is 
« the creatures work (a);” and further argues, 
chat fin, upon this ſuppoſition, muſt be a real 
good and not an evil; that which is uſeful and what 


God cannot hate. 


He who is determined to apple, muſt not t be 


ſilent, though quibbling and impertinence are ever 


ſo glaring in what he offers. But is it poſſible 


that this writer could ſatisfy himſelf in ſuch a re- 


ply ? he who can look upon it, as a proper an- 
ſwer to the argument it is intendedto refute, I con- 
feſs, I ſhould not wiſh for an appeal to his judg- 
ment in any controverſy whatſoever. 

1 would aſk this diſputant, whether he really 
imagines, that ſin might have been pardoned, 
and men ſaved from it, and, conſequently, a 
purpoſe of ſuch pardon and falvation executed, 
though no fin had ever been committed ? This 
he will hardly affirm; and if not, then he muſt 
allow the propriety and ſtrength of the above ar- 
gument, let him do what he will with the ſuppo- 
ſed conſequences of it. | 


| (4) Two VOY Tried, p. 27. 
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He bimſelf declares, that * God eternally 
« putpoſed to redeem and fave his elect, by the 
<« death of his ſon (3); and therefore, according to 
him, one of theſe muſt be the caſe; either God 
might have purpoſed yet never have performed ; 
or he- might have performed that purpoſe of re- 
demption and falvation by the death of his ſon, 
| though ſin had never been; or elſe fin muſt be a 
good and uſeful thing, and approved by God as 
ſuch. What ſtrange abſurdities do men run 
themſelves into, when once they ſhut their eyes 
againſt, and quarrel with, the moſt apparent 
| truth and undeniable - reaſon of things! But 
though this writer talks of God's eternal purpoſe 
to redeem and fave his people by the death of his 
ſon ; yet, if there are any ſenſe and truth in what 
| he hath- elſewhere ſaid, there could not poſſibly 
i be any abſolute purpoſe of that kind. N 
He affirms, if God made the creature a free 


« agent," neither under compulſion nor reſtraint, 
“ fo as fin depended ſolely upon him for its be- 
I “ing, then God could not determine either that 


it ſhould, or that it ſhould not exiſt (c).” To 

be ſure then he could not determine whether 
| there would, or would not be any occaſion for 
1 redemption and ſalvation by the death of his ſon. 
* And, indeed, this author ſeems implicitly to deny, 
or at leaſt it is a matter of doubt with him, that 
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this were contingent t to Ken ie muſt / furely, be 
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our. Lord! Jas © did, from eternity, ſaſtain the 
charakters of fayiour, mediator, ſurety, cc: and 
he plainly affirms, thaf ſuppoſing he did, yet che 
execution of cheſe offices « was contingent (d) x 

That which 1 is properly contingent, is ablokirely 
untertamm: certainty and contingency ate oppoſite 
to each other. | "Thoſe things Which are contingent, 
as there be many things ſo to us, we can form 
no other judgment of them than meer con ecture. 
They may or may not be; they may be thus or 
fo, or the conttary: nothing can, with certainty, 
be concluded concerning them, nor ban there be 
any abſolute foreknowledge in reference to them. 
But the death of the ſon of God, for the 'firis of 
his. people, in the capacity of 'a mediator and 


} ſufery, was never a contingent thing, no not even 
tc men, who underſtood the ſacred revelation re- 
ative to that gracious and important event. It 

| , was never revealed as 4 contingenty, but as à cer- 
. tainty. Not as what was meerly peſſible; "would 


| perhaps be needful, and ſo might come to paſs ; 


but as What Was abſolutely dbtetthitied opt. and 


ſhould infallibly take place.” And how extremely 


ignorant and abſurd muſt it be, to talk of any 
thing being contingent to God and eſpecially of 
the execution of his own eternal purpoſe of re- 
demption by the death of his ſon, being ſo? if 
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fo, either becauſe: he could not poſitively kndw 
what wanld be needful, for the felicity of his 
choſen and his own glory, till ſome event; upon 
which the attainmentof ſuch knowledge depended, 
had taken place; or he muſt be uncertain, whe- 
ther he had power ſufficient to accompliſh* what 
he certainly foreknew would be.needful ; or other- 
wie, he mult be undetermined whether he would 
or would not exert his power for that purpoſe. 
We cannot, therefore ſuppoſe that the execution 
of the redecmer's offices was contingent, without 
ſuppoſing, at the ſame. time, that God is imper- 
fect in his knowledge, mutable in his en 


- - that his power is not infinite. 


Some of theſe, this writer hath, by jut con- 
ſequence, imputed to the divine being. Should 
he, in order to evade the charge, tell us, he did 

not intend centingency in reference to God, but 

only with reſpect to man; though the contrary is 


evident from hat he has wrote, yet this would, 


howeyer be to confeſs, he had wrote foreign to 


te point he ſhould have kept i in view; ſince the 


diſpute, is not concerning the conceptions and 
; conjectures of men, but relates to the purpoſe or 
decree of God; and which purpoſe or decree, of 
redemption and falvation by the death of his ſon, 


I ſtill canclude, was abſolute and certain; that 


this ſuppoſed the certain being « of fin, and, con- 
quently, the abſolute decres of God to 1 the 
being of it. 

 Sixthl, 
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Sixthly, I ſhalt only add, the boly ſeriptures 
do in various places plainly teach,” that God's per- 
miſſion of = 16 AE to bis: n er or 
decree. O 
Whoever TOR eee the | 
_ teaſtdefgree of attention and underſtanding, muſt 

be convinced, that, in relation to many inſtances 
of unpiety therein recorded, God did, not only 
permit them, but alſo order and diſpoſe the cir- 
cumſtances of affairs in his wiſe and holy provi- 
dence, and that too for ends worthy of his wiſdom 
and holineſs, 16 as that he knew, ſuck impiety 
would moſt certainly follow upon his permiſſion. 

Let no one here cry out, ben God muſt be the 
author of fin; but; rather, let him firſt carefully 
ſearch and try, whether the above obſervation, 
is not fully ſupported from the infallible records; 
and if he finds it there confirmed, yet cannot ſee 
but the vile conſequence ſuppoſed muſt follow: 1 
ſhall then leave him to his choice, whether he 
will deny the truth of the inſpired writings; or 
impute iniquity to the moſt high; or humbly con- 
feſs his own ignorance, and wait "Uh" your oy 
better diſcernment. 

It hath been ofteri found, in lady to many 
propoſitions of important truth, that men, from 
a miſapprehenſion of the juſt ground, the true 
nature, and real tendeney of them, have imagined 
ſuch conſequences are naturally connected with 
Wag as ought to be rejected with abhorrence; 


and : 


11 

and; pteſuming upon tfie joſtneſs and infallibility 
of theit on -reaforiing; they have ſhut their ears 
againſt-Every argument offered for the ſapport of 
ſuck triith; and ventured to deny it, with all the 
evidence that could reaſonably be deſired, to re 
commendl it to their firtit belief. Is it not upon 
this principle, that gofpel· dockrines, telative to 
the ſovereignty of divine grace, have been deſ- 
piſed and rejected; yea, contradicted and blaf- 
phemed, as if they not only inferred à reproach 
upon the love and mercy of God, but repreſented 
him as unjuſt, and even cruel, towards ſome of 
mankind? the like has been the caſe, with regard 
to God's decrte, reſpecting the being of fin, and 

eſpecially with both Mr. Johnſon and his friend. 
They apprehending that, if he decreed to per- 
mit its being, and conſequently that it ſhould be, 
then he muſt be the author of it; have therefore 
poſitively denied that any ſuch decree is, not- 
withſtanding both the word and providence of 
God, unite to prove the being of it. 

When the Lord told his ſervant Moſes, that he 
would harden the heart of Pharaoh, Exod. vii. 3. 
though it cannot intend, that God, by any poñ- 
tive influence, would conſtitute Pharaoh s heart 
rebellious againſt the divine command; yet, can 
any thing leſs be the ſenſe of thoſe words, than 
that God would permit ſuch hardnefs and re- 
bellion, ſo circumſtance his own diſpenſation-, 
relative to Pharaoh and his ſervants, in forbear 
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to inflict his judgments upon them, or withdraw-. 
ing his rod from them, as that the ſin would in- 
fallibly follow upon ſuch permiſſion ? when we 


read concerning Shimei, that the Jord had aid. 
unto him curſe David 2 Sam. xvi. 10. though. 


it would be blaſphemy to affirm, God commanded 
and required, that wicked i imprecations ſhould be 

uttered againſt his anointed; yet thus much is 
certainly taught: us, not only that it was the di- 
vine will to permit the ſin therein committed, but 
that the divine hand did likewiſe fo order the cir- 


cumſtances of David and Shimei, bringing the 


former into ſuch a low and an afflicted condition. 
in preſence of the latter, as that the fin, of cur- 
ſing David, would certainly follow upon ſuch 
permiſſion: . Many inſtances of like Hope 8 
be referred to. 25 

Mr. Jobnſon upon 8 xvi, 4. the Lord 
6 hath made all :hings for himſelf, yea, even the 
« wicked for the day of evil;” has the following 
remark : © but, ſaith he, let it be remembred, 
that. it cannot conſiſt with the ſuperlative 1 holi- 
0 neſs of God to create a being wicked, or e 


infuſe wickedneſs into any being; neither to 


<« tempt any creature to fin (e).“ I ſuppoſe no 
one imagines it can: and I may aſk Mr. Jobnſon, 
whether he has found any giving ſuch a ſenſe of 
the above paſſage? if not, his obſervation im. 
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plies a. baſe nander, e thoſe whom he is thought 
ro oppoſe. . - | 

However, be ha farther WY us, "the cc true 
= meaning of the text is, that God, in his ſove- 
** reign wiſdom. and power, diſpoſeth all things, 
« ſo as to ſerve-his.own purpoſes ( f).” How far 

this is juſt to the text, 1 ſhall not here enquire : 
| but it contains a truth, which, if 1 miſtake not, 
implies all that we contend for upon the head of 
God's decrees, in reference to the being of ſin. 
I hope he will not pretend to diſtinguiſh God's 
purpoſes from his decrees, or deny, that they are 
the ſame thing; neither will he, I think, affirm, 
that any thing is made to ſerve theſe. purpoſes or 
decrees, which is not made conducive to the ac- 
complimment of them: and I ſhall take it for 
granted, that God's purpoſes or decrees, did re- 
late to, and include the certainty of, whatſoever 
| ſhall be ſubſervient for their accompliſhment : I 
therefore thus argue, if the all things, of which 
Mr. Jobnſon ſpeaks, include ſin, or moral evil, 
(without which I ſuppoſe. none can be. wicked) 
if theſe all things are diſpoſed by the wiſdom and 
power of God, to ſerve his own purpoſes; and 
if theſe purpoſes did relate to, and include the 
certainty of, whatſoever is made ſubſervient to 
them; then, according to Mr. Jobmſon, himſelf, 
The divine purpoſe or decree, did, in ſome ſenſe, 
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relate to, and include the certainty of, auch evil: 
and how this could- be, any otherwiſe than as a 
purpoſe or decree to permit it, with a certainty 
of its following upon ſuch Feria we pretend 
not to ſay. 

Agreeable to this, Mr. Jobnſim has farther ob- 
ſerved, that while wicked perſons are purſuing 
<« the gratification of their own vile inclinations, 
Cod gives them permiſſion, or bolds them under 
c reſtraint at his pleaſure (g). I would then 
plainly aſk Mr. Jahnſan, whether this permiſſion 
he ſpeaks of, which God gives to men in the 
gratification of their on vile inclinations, was 
any part of his decree, his purpoſe, or deſign ? 
certainly he will not aſſert, that God gives ſuch 
permiſſion, yet did never purpoſe, decree, or | 
intend ſo to do: and if he will not aſſert this, 
then he muſt allow, that God did purpoſe or de- 
cree the - permiſſion of ſin; and conſequently all 
the noiſe which he and his abettors have made on 
this head, means juſt nothing at all. 

If it ſhould here be objected, that this reſpects 
not the fir/t entrance of ſin, ſince the gratification 
of vile inclinations, ſuppoſeth the Being of thoſe 
inclinations, prior to a-permiſſion of their grati- 
fication; I reply; but nat prior to a purpoſe or 
decree in. God of ſuch permiſſion. - Beſides; if 
God purpoſed to perm ay gratification of vil 
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inclinations, then he purpoſed to permit the Being 
of them; for ſurely they could not have been 
gratifid,, if they had not exiſted. Moreover; if it 
was the. Pleaſure, the Purpoſe or decree of God, 
to permit ſuch gratification, in any one inſtance 
- whatſoever, then he did purpoſe, or decree, the 
permiſſion of An; except there be ſome inſtance 
in which vile inclinations are gratified, yet no fin 
committed. So that this objection 18 frivolous 
and  impertinent, 

To what I have already ſaid, I mould add one 
inſtance. more from the teſtimony of the holy 
Ghoſt; and which 18 proof ſo full and clear for 
the Point in hand, that it is not poſſible for all 

the wit and art of men to help them over it, with 
the leaſt ſhadow of truth or reaſon; it is the hor- 
- FF + rid crime, of Which the Fews and others were 
guilty, in crucifying the Lord of life and glory. 
The holy ſcriptures have, in various places, charged 
it upon them, as guilt peculiarly deep and highly 
aggravated, As iii. 15. 1. Cor. ii. 8. 1. T 
ü. 15, Yet, if any credit may be given to theſe 
inſpired writings, the very facts of which they 
were guilty, were done according to the determi- 
nation, counſel, or decree of the infinitely wiſe and 
holy God. | 

« Ye men of Iſrael, hear theſe words; Jeſus 
* of Nazareth, a man approved of God among 
you, by miracles, and wonders and ſigns. which 
God did by him in the midſt of you, as ye 
| « yourſelves 


e yourſelves alſo know: him, being delivered 
by the determinate counſel and foreknowledge 
© of God, ye have taken, and by wicked hands 
< have crucified and flain.”” A#s li. 22, 23. 
Will any affirm, that God might abſolutely de- 
termine, that this only begotten ſon ſhould be 
delivered up to wicked hands, and by them be 
taken, crucified and ſlain, yet not determine to 
permit thoſe hands to be wicked, and the wicked- 
neſs of their taking and crucifying him? could 
ſuch delivering of him be determinate and certain, 
without a certainty of ſuch hands and of thelr 
taking him. 

But the text is more expreſs, in As iv. 27, 28. 
For of a truth, againſt thy holy child Jeſus, 
e whom thou haſt anointed, both Herod and 
Pontius Pilate, with the Gentiles, and the peo- 
« ple of Iſrael were gathered together, for to do 
«whatſoever thy hand and thy counſel deter- 
<« mined before to be done.” Whatever there- 
fore was done to the divine redeemer, by this 
ungodly afſembly, it was not leſs, neither was it 
more, nor any other, than what God's counſel had 
before determined to be done. Upon theſe paſ- 
ſages, Mr. Johnſon has the following remarkable 
obſervation : . Theſe texts, ſaith he, as well as 
other portions of ſcripture, where the counſel, 
«« purpoſe, foreknowledge of God, &c. are noted. 
* —felate to the accompliſhment of God's gra- 
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92 cious deſigns towards his elect, and not to the 
wVvicked actions of men ()?sꝰʒ˖ ls 74 
1 reply; that theſe texts relate to the accom- 
pliſhment of God's gracious. deſigns. towards his 
elect, is moſt certainly true: but that they do not 
alſo relate to thenoicked ations of men, is either a 
poſitive contradiction to the word of God, or 1 
know not what can deſerve that name. Certainly 
Mr. Jobnſon will not affirm, that the actions done 
to our Lord, by Herod, Pontius Pilate, the Gen- 
tiles and the people of [fael, were not wicked 
actions: and to aſſert, that the counſel of God 
did not relate to thoſe actions, when the Holy 
Ghoſt. has expreſly declared, they were what his 
counſel determined to be done, is too impious and 
barefaced to need, or deſerve, any other confuta- 
tion than what the text itſelf expreſſeth. The 
reader has here no more to do, than only to de- 
termine, whether God, or Mr. Zoby/en, is beſt 
judge of, and ſpeaks truth in relation to, the 
divine counſel. And yet, after all, Mr. Johnſen 
grants, that without thoſe ſinful actions his 
(Gods) gracious counſels had not heen executed 
by the ſame means; (i)“ that is, the ſame means 
by which they were executed. And I obſerve, 
if God did determine to execute his counſels, he 
did determine to execute them, either by thoſe 
N means by which e were ee or by 
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ſome other; for it will hardly be affirmed, that he 
had no determination, as to the means of their 
execution? and to ſay that he determined to exe- 
cute them by ſome other means, than thoſe made 
uſe of for that purpoſe, is to aſſert, what is in- 
conſiſtent with his immutability : it muſt there- 
fore follow, that God did eternally determine to 
execute his gracious deſigns, by thoſe very means, 
and no other than thoſe, by which they were 
executed. According, therefore, to Mr. Jobnſon 
himſelf, ſo ſure as the divine being, did determine 
upon the means of executing his own counſels, 
ſo ſure did he determine to permit thoſe finful ac- 
tions, made uſe of in executing them. And, in- 
deed, this is juſt what the text affirms; viz. that 
what they did, God's counſel had before determined 
to be done. Thus after all Mt. Fohbn/or's ſhuffle 
to get clear of the evidence in theſe paſſages, he 
is obliged to fall under it, and, by juſt and un- 
deniable conſequence of his own conceſſion, to 
grant all we plead for; or elſe, moſt abſurdly to 
deny, that God was determined as to the means 
of executing his own gracious deſigns towards 

his elect. | 
It may not be amiſs, before I ſhut up this at- 
gument, to obſerve, that Mr. Jobnſon's friend, 
hath alſo acted the part of his leader, in relation 
to the ſacred texts laſt quoted. He has advanced 
ſeveral arguments, which he thinks make it evi- 
dent, that God never did deſign, or determine, 
his 
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his ſon ſhould be murdered. Two Opinions 
« Tried, p. 24, 25.” In reference to which I ob- 
ſerve. 1. That whatever was done to the ſon ot 
God, whether it was or was not murder, that did 
God determine to be done; tor ſo the text poſitively 
affirms. 

2. The wicked Jews, concerned in putting our 
redeemer to death, are expreſsly ſaid to be the 
murderers of him, As vii. 52. 

3. No one can juſtly deſerve the infamous 
character of a murderer, who has not been guilty 
of the horrid fact of murdering : if theſe Jews 
did not in fact murder the juſt one, they could 
not in truth be called murderers, on account of 
what they did to him. Therefore, to deny that 
thoſe Fews did murder the ſon of God, is, in 


effect, to accuſe the holy Ghoſt of baſe ſlander. 


4. The arguments which the above writer has 
advanced on this ny are exceedingly weak and 
impertinent. 

He firſt argues, that our Lord was not mur- 
dered, inaſmuch as his life was not takea from 
him againſt his will. 

*Tis true, the ever bleſſed redeemer, out of 
love to his church, and in obedience to his fa- 
ther's will, did moſt freely lay down his life. Ne 
man did, nor poſſibly could, againſt his will take 
it from him: but it doth not follow, that he was 
not therefore murdered. Surely one may willingly 
—_ his life, yet thaſe who put him to dearh, 
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do it very unjuſtly, and therein be guilty of mur- 
der. Thouſands have freely laid down their lives, 
for the ſake of Chriſt and his goſpel; and this 
too according to the will, and at the command- 
ment of God; but I hope this writer will not, 
for that reaſon, acquit thoſe of murder, who put 
them to death. According to his uncommon 
method of reaſoning, thoſe martyrs, mentioned by 
the author of the epiſtles to the Hebrews, who, to 
obtain a better reſurrection, would not accept deli- 
verance, were not murdered of thoſe, by whom 
they were /lain with the edge of the ſword,' ſtoned 

and ſawn aſunder. (k) 

His ſecond argument runs thus; © It is impoſ- 
« ſible for the juſt God to determine upon the 
vl « doing of any thing to any being, but that which 
pl | « is juſt and right; but murder is an act of in- 
þ h « juſtice, therefore he never determined the mur- 
" « der of any being.” I reply, if he means, that 

God could not determine to do any thing but what 
; is juſt and right, and conſequently not to murder 
any being, this is true, though here impertinent, 
as being foreign to the point in hand: but if he 
means, that God could not determine to permit 
others to do injuſtice, and even to commit murder, 
this is begging the queſtion ; ſince that is the 
very point he had to prove; and any attempt to 
prove it, muſt be in oppoſition to the divine 
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word; ſince that declares, not only that the juſt 
one was murdered, but alſo, that what was done 
to him, God's counſel determined to be done. 

His third argument is, he that determines upon 
&«. the murder of any being, is equally a mur- 
&. derer with them that act it; but the God that 
«© made the heavens and the earth is not a mur- 
& derer, therefore, &c.” f 

This argument is daring and impious, as it 
carries in it, either a contradiction to the holy 
Ghoſt, or an imputation of murder to the moſt 
high. It is a pity this writer had not leſs confi- 
dence, or more judgment. I muſt ſtill hold him 
to the point: the Fews and others did murder the 
ſon of God, or they could not be murderers on 
account of what they did to him; yet what they 
did, God had before determined to be done. The 
reader will therefore ſee the, unavoidable conſe- 
quence of this man's argument; and which is ſo 
blaſphemous and deteſtable I forbear to repeat 
It. 

His fourth, fifth, ſixth, and ſeventh arguments 
are in effect all one and the ſame; and, indeed, 
not much different from thoſe before noted. He 
himſelf has thus ſummed them up: © Until, faith 
he, you prove, either that God determined 
© that more ſhould be done to his ſon than was 
„ juſt and right; or elſe, that the execution of 
juſtice is murder; we muſt conclude it to be 
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« a notorious falſhood, to ſay, God ever deter- 
«© mined that his ſon ſhould be murdered.” 

I reply : the execution of juſtice is not murder: 
but more was done to the fon of God than was 
juſt. No juſtice in heaven or earth, did ever 
require, that he ſhould be deſpiſed and rejected of 
men; for if ſo, ſuch deſpite and rejection were juſt 
and right. Could it be any branch of juſtice, to 
reproach the holy, harmleſs, and undefiled re- 
deemer, as a glutton, a wine-bibber, a friend of 
publicans and ſinners ? can any imagine, juſtice, 
did ever require, that his ungodly enemies ſhould 
ſuborn falſe witneſſes againſt him; that they 
ſhould Blind. fold him, ſpit in his face, buffet him, 
and ſinite him with thoſe wicked hands which cru- 
cified him ? it is impoſſible to ſay how much the 
bleſſed Jeſus ſuffered, whilſt he endured the con- 
tradiftion of ſinners againſt himſelf, which was 
both unjuſt and cruel : and if this writer will but 
conſider, that the ſon of God did not only ſuffer 
as the ſurety for ſinners, in order to ſatisfy juſtice, 
and put away ſin by the ſacrifice of bimſelf; but 
alſo as an object of the world's hatred and perſe- 
cution, in which he was an example to his peo- 
ple; I ſay, if he will conſider this, he cannot but 
ſee, that more was done to the Saviour, by ungodly 
men, than was juſt and right; and yet ſo long as 
the teſtimony of the holy Ghoſt has any credit 
with him, he mult believe, that whatſoever was 
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done unto him, God had determined before to be 
done. 

If what has been already ſaid do but hatlicieptly 
prove, that it was from everlaſting the will, the 
determination, or the decree, of the divine be- 
ing, to permit the entrance of ſin; that it was 
infallibly certain to him, ſin would be, in conſe- 
quence of ſuch permiſſion; and alſo, that this 
decree, this permiſſion, and the certainty of ſin's 
entrance, are perfectly conſiſtent with God's in- 
finite holineſs, and no way contrary to the free 
agency and liberty of the creature in its actings; 
I ſay, if theſe things are already proved, I might 
well be excuſed, from taking any farther notice 
of Mr. Johnſox's Preface to the To Opinions Tried, 
or the letters wrote by his friend, and contained 
in that piece: for, upon the ſuppoſition of ſuch 
proof, all their pretended reaſoning, their- ſlan- 
derous reflections, and every vile conſequence 
they have endeavoured to fix upon theſe truths, 
muſt of courſe fall to the ground. Nevertheleſs, 
leſt any ſhould imagine, that in what theſe writers 
have advanced, there is ſome ſtrength of argu- 
ment which has not yet been attended to, I ſhall 
briefly examine, what may ſeem to carry any * 
pearance of that kind in it. 

The aforeſaid preface, in my to 
chiefly conſiſts of bold and raw aſſertions; ſevere 
reflections and heavy charges, in reference, eſpe- 
cially, to thoſe who bear the name of Calvinifs : 
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yet very little, if any thing at all to the purpole, 
is offered in ſupport of what the author has ſaid. 
The truth of this remark will, perhaps, be fully 
evident under the following particulars : 

1. The Calviniſts, without exception, are cen- 
ſured as a ſett of ignorant men. Mr. Fohnſon 
tells us, they know nothing yet as they ought 
« to know;” and that © before themſelves had 
* duly proved and digeſted things in the true 
<« light of the ſcriptures ; they raſhly aſſerted, 
e that the ſovereign will, and decree of God, 
<« are as peremptory in appointing and determin- 
4 ing all events, nr ſin and damnation, 
&« as grace and glory (Z).“ Who have thus aſ- 
ſerted, or where it may be found, he has not in- 
formed us. His word with ſome may be ſufficient. 
However, we may obſerve, that every decree of 
God, or rather the whole of God's decree, muſt 
be peremptory: there can be nothing wavering, 
indeterminate, or unfixed in the divine mind. 

That Being which is in ſuſpence, or not poſi- 
tively determined, in reference to any event 
whatſoever, muſt be imperfect, and, e, 
cannot be the true God. 

To puniſh men for fin, is a righteous act of the 
Juſt and holy One; and though he never decreed 
to puniſh any man, but for in, yet did he, from 
eternity, decree the infliction of all the puniſh- 


(1) Preface, p. 5» 6. 


ment, 
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ment, that ever has fallen, or ever will fall from 
his hand, either in this world, or in that which is 
to come : otherwiſe, he hath not before deter- 
mined what he himſelf will do; and, conſequently, 
there are undecreed acts, not only of men, but 
of God alſo. 

2. Theſe ignorant Calviniſts, are repreſented as 
obſtinate, in maintaining what they have raſhly 
aſſerted. Accordingly we are told, that © when 
e they hear it called in queſtion, they feel a much 
<« ſtronger propenſity to maintain it than to relin- 
« quiſh it (m).” This, however, ſuppoſes, that 
they feel ſome, yea, a ſtrong propenſity to relin- 
quiſh it; and which, one would ſuppoſe, muſt 
ariſe from a ſecret conviction of their error, had 


they but humility and honeſty enough to confeſs | 


and renounce it. 

Thoſe who have read Mr. Jobnſon's Faith 97 
God's Elec; the miſtakes therein, as noted by Mr. 
Brine, and what Mr. Jobnſon has wrote in attempt- 
ing to defend them, may be ready to ſuſpect, that 
from his own experience, he has here preſumed 
what are the ſenſations of other men. Mr. John- 
ſon may judge of his own feelings, what propenſity 
and inclination he has within him, when he finds 
his ſentiments oppoſed, or called in queſtion; but 
it will not therefore follow, that he can certainly 


know what thoſe of other men are alſo. Con- 


(m) Preface, p. 6. 
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8 he has here aſſerted what he is not able 


to prove. 


3- They are charged with the baſe deſign, of 
perverting the ſcriptures, and blinding the minds of 
men. © They eagerly apply to the bible, but 
« with a fixed bias upon their minds; — nat in 
« ſearch of the truth, but to find ſomething upon 
<« which they may force 2 gloſs in favour of their 
« own ſcheme, and they gather a number cf 
« {cripture-ſentences, which by ſophiſtical gloſſes, 
they pervert, and fo caſt Juſt in the eyes of 
* the unwary, while they artfully evade the 
genuine deſign of thoſe ſcriptures (#).” And 
elſewhere we are told, that their © blaſphemous 
« tenets are eſtabliſhed by helliſh craft (o).“ 


This indeed is very extraordinary! Can Mr. 


Jobnſon then ſearch the hearts and try the reins of 
theſe men? and has he in fact ſo done? if not, 
how is he able to ſupport the charge? how i impru: 
dent and extravagant his zeal! 

Should the gloſſes, which the Calviniſts put 
upon the ſcriptures, be as falſe as Mr. Johnſon 
imagines them to be; and their doctrines have all 
the bad tendency he ſuggeſts, yet, this may be 
from miſtake, and not from the bad deſign, of 
perverting the ſcriptures and impoſing upon the 
unwary ; fnce we know the truth has been often 
oppoſed, error propagated, men much endan- 


(#) Preface, p. 6, (0) Ibid. p. 14. 
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gered, and even greatly injured, by thoſe who 
did it ignorantly and in unbelief. But, it may be, 
thoſe whom Mr. Johnſon reproaches will be found 
not only to have renounced the hidden things of dif- 
honeſty; to have walked, not in craftineſs, nov tg 
have handled the word of God deceitfully ; but ali, 
by manifeftation of the truth, to have commended 
themſelves to every man's conſcience in the fight of 
God (p). I am of opinion, no man, who thinks 
and ſpeaks ſoberly, will deny, that multitudes of 
Catviniſts, have given all the proof which can rea- 
ſonably be deſired, or even poſſibly be obtained, 
from men, of their undiſſembled zeal for God; 
of their love to his truths and ways, and of their 
hearty concern for the ſalvation, the holineſs and 
happineſs of precious and immortal fouls ; and 1 
wiſh Mr. Jobnſon may ſee the juſt reaſon he has to 
be aſhamed, of repreſenting them, as acting a part 
of the moſt wretched reprobates mentioned in 
the book of God. 

J am truly ſorry, to ſee him thus labouring to 
blacken the character of others, whilſt he fo 
evidently expoſes that of his own, to the juſt 
contempt of every judicious and impartia} 
reader. 

4. Unwarrantable preſumption, is another 
charge Mr. Jobnſon would fix upon thoſe of whom 
he ſa much complains. Thus he tells us, “they 


| {#) 2 Cor. iv. 2. 


attempt 
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attempt to enter the hidden ſecrets of God. 5 
He ſuggeſts, that they are under the influence of 
an © unruly propenſity, to intrude into thoſe 
« things which are not revealed; and that ſince 
Jehovah © has not been pleaſed to inform them 
how himſelf knows all things, they reſolve to 
« be even with him, and aſſert, that God him- 
« felf could not foreknow what his creatures 
« would do, if they were left to the freedom of 
* their own wills, without his determinate pur- 
„ poſe extending to every action, word, and 
thought (r).” | 
But, 1. That God could not foreknow what 
his creatures would do, if they were left to the 
freedom of their own wills, &c. is ſuch an aſſer- 
tion, I very much queſtion whether Mr. Johnſon 
is able to produce, from any author whatſoever : 
which if he cannot do, he is culpable of miſre- 
preſentation; and ſuppoſing he can do it, yet, in 
having here ommitted it, he has too far preſumed 
upon the confidence of his reader. 

2. We freely grant, and invariably maintain, 
that neither any decree in God, nor any of the diſ- 
penſations of his providence, nor any of the 
operations of his grace, ever did, nor ever will, 
deſtroy, or infringe upon, -the liberty of the hu- 
man will. Nevertheleſs, | 
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3. No action of the creature could poſſibly be 
without the divine permiſſion. This muſt be 
evident, fince the contrary would ſuppoſe a power 
in the creature ſuperior - to that of the creator; 
or that the creature is able to act, whether God 
will or no. | 

4. There could therefore be no abſolute certain- 
ty as to the thoughts, words and works of men; 
or that ſuch thoughts, words and works would 
be, without a certainty of the divine permiſſion 
in relation to them. That which cannot be, un- 
leſs it is the pleaſure of God to permit or ſuffer 
the being of it; it is evident, there can be no cer- 
tainty that it will ever be, without the certain de- 
terminate pleaſure of God to permit its being. 

5. As has before been noted, that of which 
there is no certainty, whether it will, or, will 
not be, there can be no certain foreknowledge 
in reference to the being of it. It is impoſſible 
e for a thing to be certainly known to any intel- 
<« le& without evidence. To ſuppoſe otherwile, 
e implies a contradiction : becauſe for a thing to 
« be.ceftainly known to any underſtanding, is for 
« jt to be evident to that underſtanding: and 
for a thing to be evident to any underſtand- 
« ing, is the ſame thing, as for that underſtand- 
« ing to ſee evidence of it: but no underſtanding, 
created or increated, can ſee evidence where 
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there is none. For that is the ſame die as 
« to ſee that to be, which is not (g).. 
All we affirm, withregardtotheſinful thoughts, 


words and works of men, is, that as theſe could 


not be, if God did not permit the being of them; 
and as there could be no certain foreknowledge 
that they would be, if cheir being was not abſo- 
lutely certain; therefore ſuch foreknowledge, 
neceſſarily implies, the determinate pleaſure, pur- 
poſe or decree of God, to permit the being of 
ſach thoughts, words and works. 

Mr. Jobnſon may tell us of circumſtribing the 
infinite being, of «nmoveably binding him to d An- 
gle point, and faſtening him with nails of our own 
hammering (t) ; and his candid readers may make 
themſelves merry, over his fine flouriſhes and his 


extraordinary banter; yet all this will neither drive 


us from our ſenſes, that we cannot diſcern, nor 
daſh us out of countenance, that we dare not 
confeſs, the moſt evident and undeniable propo- 
ſitions, with their certain and apparent conſe- 
quences. Ty 

5. The Calviniſts, at leaſt many of them, are 
tepreſented as deſirous of making à fair ſhew in 
the fleſh; and it is ſuggeſted, that the end they 
have in view, in aſſerting and maintaining the 


doctrines they profeſs, is to obtain and ſecure tho | 
_ praiſe of men. 


(s) Edwards upon Freedom of Will, &c. p. 167. ( 
Preface, p. 14. 


Mr. 
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Mr. Johnſon tells us, they © are very tenacious 
of their characters, with reſpect to ſoundneſs 
<« of principles, or what is called orthodoxy ; very 
<«< cautious—of embracing or rejecting any doc- 
< trines, wherein they have not a number of 
men of celebrated characters going before them, 
* to give ſanction, and keep them in counte- 
& nance (u). I would obſerve, that for men to 
have a conſtant and due regard for their characters, 
is highly incumbent upon them: this is a duty 
they owe both to God, themſelves and their fel- 
low creatures. Yea, I am of opinion, - that we 
ought to diſcover a greater regard, both for our 
own charactet s, and for thoſe of other men, than 
what Mr. Jobhnſon has done in the piece under 
conſideration. 

To follow the foot-fteps of the flock (x), or 
thoſe who throngh faith and patience inherit the 
promiſes (y), will be allowed commendable ; and 
in walking with wi/e men (x) we have reaſon to 
hope for advantage: yer, I readily grant, that to 
love the praiſe of men more than the praiſt of 
God; (a) to bow to hutnan authority, or reſt 
our faith upon it and regulate our conduct by it, 
in negle& and contempt of the authority of our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, is excteding mean, yea, highly 
criminal: but will nothing convince Mr. Mites, 


(u Preface p. 7. (x) FOO t. 8. (5) Hel. Vi. 12. 
(*) Prev. Kiii, 20, (a) John, xii. 43+ 
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that we reverence the divine commands, and call 
no man upon earth maſter (b), unleſs we aſſume the 
'Ihmael, and each ſet his hand againſt every 
nan (c)? or is he angry with us, that we are 
not ſo exceedingly fond of ſingularity, as to make 
a ſhow of differing from thoſe, with whom we are 


in fact agreed? 
% Many, ſays he, who chuſe to be called Cal- 


« viniſts—very well know, that unleſs they can 
talk freely about eternal reprobation, and 
« roundly aſſert, that ſin could not have been, 
except God had decreed it ſhould be, they will 
be eſteemed heterodox, among the Calviniſtical 
tribe, and charged with being enemies to the 
« doctrines of ſovereign grace (d).“ But, admit- 
ting, that the Calvinifts talk ever fo freely on this 
head, yet, how is Mr. Johnſon certain, that thus 
they do in order to eſcape being ſlighted of men? 
It is well known, that many who make a great 
noiſe about grace, free, rich, ſuperabounding and 
_ overflowing grace, are not a little offended to hear 
it aſſerted and maintained, that God has choſen 
a certain ſelect number of the human. race, to 
obtain the ſalvation which is in Chrift Feſus with 

eternal glory (e); and that he has paſſed by the 
reſt, or not choſen them to this ſalvation and glo- 
ry, but left them in the condemnation they have 
1 ſunk into by ſin, to receive the juſt demerit of 


Lal 


(b) Matt. wxiii. 9. (c) Gen. xvi. 12. (4d) Preface, 
P, 7» 8. (e) 2 Tim. ii. 10. 3-3 
their 


11 


their ungodly deeds. The Calviniſtis apprehend, 
that God's ſovereign and eternal e/e#ion of ſome 
men to everlaſting life, implies a preterition, or 
or a paſſing by thoſe not choſen; and, that whoſo- 
ever oppoſeth this doctrine, muſt directly or in- 
directly, oppoſe the doctrines of ſovereign grace. 
6. Thoſe againſt whom Mr. Jobnſon militates, 
- are repreſented, as pretending to know ſome ſecret 
will in God, diſtinct from, and, as Mr. Johnſon 
thinks, oppoſite to, the revelation contained in 
the ſacred oracles. 

They being men who “value themſelves upon 
their dexterity of wit; Who love to © exerciſe 
their talents and diſplay their parts, — that the 
« greatneſs of their genius may appear.— The 
& ſubject of God's having decreed ſin compleatly 
« anſwers the purpoſe, to reconcile the contra- 
«  diftions, to clear the abſurdities, and to tell us 
% how wonderful the. contrivance is, ſo as to 
bring God's revealed will in the ſcriptures of 
truth, to coincide with his ſecret will in their 
« imaginations (/).“ But who are they that pre- 
« tend to know any thing of the divine will, 
which is not manifeſt from the holy ſcriptures 
and the diſpenſations of divine providence? I am 
inclined to think, Mr. Zohnſon is not able to point 
them out. Betwixt God's will of permiſſion, and 
his will of approbation, as ſome expreſs it, there 
is a clear diſtinction, but not any oppoſition or 
contradiction: nor is the one ſecret and the othet 
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| 1. 
revealed; for then the one muſt be known and the 


other unknown; but they are both revealed and 
both known. What God wills to command is one 


thing; what he wills to permit is another thing: 


but that he does will, and therefore from eternity 
did will, to permit, what he never did, nor ever 
will command, is moſt clearly revealed in his word 
and providence. That it is the will of God to 


permit ſin, or what is evil in men, is no more 


a ſecret, than it is ſo, that it is his will to com- 
mand duty, or what is good for them. God willed 
from eternity, that our Lord Feſus Chriſt ſhould 
die the death of the croſs; and it was his will, his 
purpoſe or decree, to permit the wickedneſs. of 
thoſe who took and crucified him; but that it 


was fo, is not ſecret but revealed, Als iv. 28. 
7. Mr. Johnſon repreſents the doctrine of which 


he complains, as giving countenance to all man- 
ner of vice and immorality. He imagines, that 


whatever ſins men are guilty of, they from 


hence have this reply to make, w# have only 
<« fulfilled the will of God. That though'they tram- 
<« ple on his law, and deſpiſe his revealed will, they 


| e perfectly fulfil his ſecret will, and act conformable 


% to his cabinet-counſel, againſt which they never 
ce did offend(e).” I reply, there is no truth which 


ungodly men will not abuſe, in order to juſtify 


or extenuate their ungodly deeds. V ho hath ro- 


ſe Preface, P. 10. | | 
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19 
fiſted his will? is now an old, but ſtill a very pro- 
fane, objection to the doctrine of the divine de- 
crees, Rom. ix. 19. And one might have hoped, 
that Mr. Jobnſon would have better underſtood 
from whence it came, and with what juſt con- 
tempt the holy Ghoſt hath long ſince treated it, 
than to have adopted and urged it here. How- 
ever, I do not know that it yet deſerves any 
other, or can receive any better reply, than what 
was at firſt made to it. 

If, therefore, Mr. Johnſon, or others, * 
needs cavil, with a why doth he yet find 
fault? for who hath reſiſted his will?” The 
anſwer is at hand © Nay but, O man, who art 
thou that replieſt againſt God ? ver. 20. 

Will it be ſufficient to excuſe the conduct of 
men? will it quiet their conſciences, make them 
eaſy, and enable them to plead, not guiky, how 
vile a part ſoever they have acted, only to know, 
that God did ſuffer, or permit them in ſuch crimi- 
nal behaviour ? If fo, who indeed needs to fear ? 
but if God's permitting men to act their horrid 
ſcenes of impiety, will prove no ſufficient plea 
againſt their condemnation and the wrath to come; 
then, I am of opinion, that, for them to know it 
was his will, or his determinate pleafure, ſo to 
permit them, will be of little ſervice in the awful 
affair. WF 

Mr. Jobnſon proceeds in the ſame ſpirit, allow- 
ing himſelf the utmoſt freedom and liberty, in 
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[ 
cenſuring and reproaching thoſe who maintain the 
doctrine he diſapproves ; repreſenting them as 
ſtrongly inclined to lay their fin upon the will of God, 
or on God's decree; and as being guilty of hypo- 
eriſy and diſſimulation; if they confeſs their iniquity, 


100 ] 


or bleſs the Lord for deliverance from it (f). Yet 


he intimates not the leaſt ſenſe of obligation he 1s 
under, to ſupport what he affirms, or even to 
confine his aſſertions, within the limits of what 
proof is poſſible to him. Suppoſing Mr. John ſon 
were as intimately acquainted with theſe mens 
hearts as his manner /of writing implies he is; 
and that their views and intentions were in fact as 
he ſuggeſts them to be; what has this to do with 
the argument ? does he not know, that truth is 
no leſs true, though men have ever ſo baſe de- 
ſigns in maintaining it; and that error, 1s error 
ſtill, though we ſhould be ever ſo ſincere in pro- 
pagating it? 

If what Mr. Jobnſon has wrote, had contained 
arguments, in defence of any ſuppoſed truth; or, 


for the refutation of what he imagines falſe and 


erroneous, it might haye been attended to with 
more ſatisfaction: but as it ſeems rather calcu- 
lated, only to perſuade his reader, that all who 
hold the doctrine of God's decreeing the permiſ- 
ſion of fin, muſt be the ſubjects of ſuch and ſuch 
propenſities, inclinations, and deſires; and. that 


% Preface, p. 9, 10, 11. 
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| they are eager. of this thing, fond of that, and 


tenacious of ' the other ; that they have ſuch and 
ſuch intentions and de/igns in what they do and ſay: 
theſe being things, which can be certain only to 
God and themſelves; and ſeeing that, to their 
own maſter they muſt ſtand or fall; I cannot but 


account his aſſertions very preſumptuous ; and to 


diſpute with him, in reference to them, I am 
apprehenſive would, by the judicious, be eſteemed 
no other than trifling. 

In the following very remarkable . 
or at leaſt in ſome part of it, he ſeems, indeed, 
to fix more upon the ſentiment, than upon the 
perſons or intentions, of thoſe whom he ſuppoſes 
to maintain it. I will therefore tranſcribe it, 
ſpend a few thoughts upon it, and ſo diſmiſs this 
his extraordinary performance. 

«© Men, ſays he, are commonly very fond of 
hearing and telling wonders, and by exciting 
«© admiration, divert the attention from a delibe- 
c rate examination of the truth of facts; this, 
by the way, ſuggeſts that they muſt be men of a 
very bad deſign ; © and no people upon earth are 
more addicted to this folly than religious peo- 
e ple, who have a form of godlineſs, but deny 
«the power thereof.“ By this he tacitly inti- 
mates that thoſe whom he oppoſes are ſuch. But 
what I chiefly have in view is as follows. This 
notion of ſin being appointed by the decree of 
1 God, is very prolific of wonders. That God 

H 3 &« decreed 
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« decreed fin, though he never loved it ! that ſin 
& could not poſſibly have exiſted, but for God's 
« decree ; yet God's decree is no cauſe of it! 
* That ſin was one of the eternal counſels of God, 
« yet he never approved of it! — That fin was 
made unayoidable by God's decree, but he is 
* not the author of it! — That fin is abſtracted 
„evil, yet abſolutely neceſſary to the being of 
„the higheſt good! — That ſiſ is entirely of the 
<« creature, but the creator. could not bring to 
“ paſs his own counſels without it! — That the 
e creature could not poſſibly avoid it, yet it is 


according to ſtrict juſtice that he ſhould be 


<« eternally damned for it! &c. fuch monſtrous 
<« ſtories and paradoxes as theſe, are adapted to 
e the tempers of many (g).“ 

I ſuppoſe Mr. Johnſon would have his readers 
believe, that theſe ftories and parodoxes, are what 


thoſe of the above notion have aſſerted and do 


maintain. Yea, theſe, according to him, are 
the wonders they tell, in order to divert the minds 
of others from a proper attention to the truth. 
But, at the ſame time, he gives us not the leaſt 
hint, from any author whatſoever, to prove what 
he has faid ; neither does he attempt to ſhew, 
how theſe abſurdities are contained in, or ariſe 
from, the notion of ſin's being appointed by the 
decree of God. Surely this is an unprecedented 


(8) Preface, p. 8. 
og manner 
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manner of writing. Is it not contrary to all the 
rules of common juſtice and equity ? Is It not a 
wretched abuſe of his reader? and does it not 
naturally tend to fill the minds of the credulous 
with ſtrong prejudices againſt many, for no other 
reaſon, than merely beeauſe he has been pleaſed 
to vilify and reproach them? however, let us 
try, whether the monſtrous ſtories Mr. Jobnſon 
urges, do naturally follow from the doctrine 
that we maintain. As, 

1. That God decreed fin though be never loved it. 
Upon which I obſerve, 1. That God never loved 
ſin, is moſt certain. That he ſhould, is incon- 
ſiſtent with his infinite purity and holineſs of his 
nature. Sin 1s that abominable thing which his 
ſoul hateth. 2. What God doth not love, or 
approve, he never can be the author, or effector 
of : for whatever is his own production, muſt, 
as ſuch, have his approbation. g. Therefore 
God never did, nor poſſibly could, decree to ef- 
fect or produce fin, He cannot will, or decree 
to do that which is contrary to his naturt; for 
then he may will to do that which he cannot do; 
or he may do that which is contrary to his nature, 
both which are abſurd. Yet, 4. Though God 
cannot decree to effect what he doth not love, he 
may nevertheleſs decree to permit it. That God 
has permitted, and daily doth permit, ſin, is 2 
fact none can deny; yet this is no argument that 
he loves it: ſo that God willed, purpoſed, or de- 
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* creed thus to permit ſin, can be no argument 
of his love to it. If for God to permit ſin, will 


not prove that he loves it, I am not able to diſ- 
cern, how his will or decree fo to permit it ſhould 
be any proof of his love of it, Therefore I ap- 
prehend, no monſtrous ſtory or paradox here. 

2. The next is ſomewhat more ſtartling, 


| namely, That fin could not peſſibiy have exiſted but 
for God's decree; yet God's decree is no cauſe of 


i, 

Mr. Jebnſon, by his exceptive conjunction, 
but for, would inſinuate, that, according to 
the doctrine we plead for, God's decree is 
that which produces, or gives being to ſin; and 
that ſin has ſuch a dependence upon the di- 
vine purpoſe, as the inſeparable conſequence has 
upon its natural cauſe; than which nothing can 


be more blaſphemous, nor can any thing be more 


remote from the ſentiments of thoſe whom he ſo 


much labours to aſperſe. Certain it is, that if 


God had not decreed to permit ſin, ſin had never 
been permitted; and, therefore, had not exiſted; 
but it doth not follow from hence, that God's 


decree is the cauſe of ſin; and conſequently no 


monſtrous paradox, but in Mr. Jobnſon's, imagi- 
nation. That which is a neceſſary antecedent to, 


is not always a natural cauſe of the ſubſequent ; 


nor 1s, therefore, the ſubſequent, always a natural 
conſequence of the antecedent. The ſubſequent 
may not, in the nature of things, be poſſible 

| without 


x 
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without the antecedent; and yet the antecedent᷑ 
be no cauſe of, nor blameable for, the ſubſequent. 
If Mr. Jobnſon ſees not this, I do not wonder he 
thinks fo wildly, and writes ſo extravagantly. 

I hope he will grant, that the creation of man, 
was a neceſſary antecedent to man's ſinning againſt 
God; for ſurely man could not have ſinned, if he 
had not been created; but does it, therefore, fol- 
low, that the fin of man is the natural conſequence ' 
of his creation ? or, that his creation is the cauſe 
of his ſin? the profane ſwearer, muſt neceſſarily, 
antecedent to his horrid oaths, poſſeſs his breath 
and the uſe of his tongue; but does it therefore 
follow, that thoſe blaſphemies are the natural 
conſequence of thoſe bleſſings? or that the power 
of breathing, and of uſing the organs of ſpeech, 
1s the cauſe why the wretch blaſphemes ? when 
Mr. Johnſon coolly reflects, I perſuade myſelf, he 
will be fully ſatisfied, that ſin would not have 
been if God had not decreed to permit it, and 
yet, that God's decree is not the cauſe of fin. 
Then will his paradox, or monſtrous ſtory, vaniſh 
away. Another follows, 

3. That ſin was one of the eternal counſels of 
God, yet he never approved it. 

That God doth not approve ſin, is a truth ſo 
evident, and fo univerſally accepted, that it would 
be no more than ſolemn trifling, to ſpend time 
in proving of it: but, that fin is one of the eternal 

an of God] This, indeed, is ſuch a mon- 
| ſtrous 
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ſtrous propoſition, as, I am inclined to think, the 

world never ſaw, before it dropped from Mr. 
Joebnſon's pen. And till he finds out ſome other 

author 'of it, I ſhall leave it with him, together 
withthefalſe imputationof it to others; lethim ſhake 

them off as he can. | | 

4. That fin was madeunavoidable God's decree, 

yet God is not the author of it, is another paradox 
Mr. Jobnſen ſuppoſes conſequent upon the doctrine 

That God is not the author of ſin, is an un- 
doubted truth, of which I have, perhaps, ſaid 
enough already: and that any have aſſerted, in 
was made unavoidable by God's decree; is more than 
Mr. Jobnſon has as yet given proof of. Though þ 
God did decree to permit the being of ſin, and F 
perfectly foreſaw, that ſin would certainly follow, . 
upon ſuch - permiſſion; yet, his decree puts no 
force upon the will of the creature, nor neceſſi- 
tates him to do that which is finful, Will Mr, | 
: "i Johnſon affirm, that God's permiſſion of man's q 
"2 fin, implies a neceſſitating force upon the will ß 
ww man, to the fin he his guilty of? I preſume he 
will not: and if no ſuch neceſſitating: force, is 
implied in God's permiſſion of ſin, then, how 
can it be thought, that any ſuch thing ſhould be 
included in his will, purpoſe or decree of ſuck 
permiſſion? ſurely nothing can be implied, or in- 
cluded, in the decree to permit, which is not in 
fact found in the permiſſion itſelf, 
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1 
g. That fin is abſtratted evil, yet abſolutely ne- 
ceſſary to the being of the higheſt good, is another 
of the monſtrous ſtories, Mr. Johnſon has been 
pleaſed to impute to thoſe, againſt whom he has 
employed his pen; by which he would ſuggeſt, 
that, according to thoſe men, good, yea, the 
higheſt good, has a natural connexion with, and 
a natural and neceſſary dependence upon, what is 


evil; which, indeed, 1s a very ſtrange ſtory, and 
monſtrouſly abſurd, 


That fin is abſtracted evil is moſt certainly true; 
and that no good, therefore, can ariſe from it, to 
any creature, in heaven or in earth that no good 
can be brought out of it, either by God or men, 
are certain and neceſſary conſequences of this 
truth. Again, that Jehoveb, had it ſeemed meet 
unto him, could have made any man; yea, every 
man, happy in the enjoyment of the higheſt good, 
without ſin or evil ever having exiſted, is what 
none, I am perſuaded, do in the leaſt queſtion; 
nor can any denyit, without limiting the holy one 
of Iſrael. It ought to be obſerved, as I have 
before hinted, the diſpute is, not about what 
Fehovah, according to his immenſe greatneſs, and 
his infinite perfections, was capable of; but, 
what, according to the revelation contained in his 
word, was his will or pleaſure to do. And if 
Mr. Jobnſon had been content to have kept cloſe 
to the ſacred oracles, and to have received the 
ſcheme of divine counſels, as therein made known 

| | : to 
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to us, and as manifeſtly executed in divine provi- 
dence, the. minds of ſome good men had been 
leſs amuſed, and leſs perplexed, with idle and 
ufelefs diſputes, about what might or might not 
have been. Should I affirm, that God, bad he 
feen it fit, might have created ten thouſand worlds 
more than what he has done; that he might have 
produced millions of creatures, different in their 
ſpecies from any that ever did exiſt; and that he 
might have given millions of different forms, 
more than what he has done, to thoſe brought 
forth into exiſtence; as there is nothing in all this, 
contrary to the holineſs of his nature; and as the 
affertions depend upon the ſufficiency of his 
power; who would ever diſpute but that thus 
and thus it might have been; had it, I ſay, been 
his will or pleaſure that fo it ſhould be? but if I 
affert, it was Ged's eternal purpoſe that it ſhould 
be as above; then, I lay myſelf open to juſt ob- 
Jection, or rather ta ſneer and contempt; ſince 
what I affirm, when compared with the account 
given in the inſpired writings, relative to the ſa- 
cred decrees; and with the manifeſt execution of 
them in divine providence, will appear to infer a 
change in the great 1 AM: fo, if Mr. Jobnſon, 
or any other, ſhall only affirm, that God, had be 
judged it proper ſo to do, 'might have rendered his 
ele& completely happy in the enjoyment of the 
higheſt good, without the intervention of ſin and 
falvation fram ir; none, I ſuppoſe, will diſpute 
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this: but to aſſert, that it was in fact God's original 
deſign ſo to do; as this is contrary to the plan of 
divine counſels, laid before us in the ſcriptures of 
truth, and moſt apparently contradicts the exe- 
cution of them, in the diſpenſations of divine 
providence, it therefore juſtly deſerves to be op- 
poſed, or deſpiſed. 
Such a conceit, is inconſiſtent with the immu- 
tability of Jebovab; ſince evident it is, that if 
ever there were ſuch a deſign in him, he has long 
ſince departed from it, changed his mind and en- 
tered upon a different ſcheme: and all we plead 
for in this caſe is, that, whatever, in the nature 
of things, migbt have been; and however ſin is 
directly oppoſite to the felicity of the creature; 
it never was the pleaſure or purpoſe of the al- 
mighty, to bring his choſen to the endleſs happi- 
neſs they ſhall enjoy, without the being of fin and 
ſalvation from it. 

6. That /in is entirely of the creature, Jai the 
creator could not bring to paſs his own counſels with- 
out it. I reply, | 


1. That ſin is intirely of the creature, is readily 
— 

2. That there is any defect or inability, in whe 
divine being, for the bringing of his counſels 
to paſs, is falſe and abſurd; though this is what 
Mr. Fohnſon would willingly fix upon the ſenti- 
ments he oppoſeth. 3. I allow, as before, that 
God could, had he ſeen it meet, have fixed and 

executed 


1 

executed counſels, for the happineſs of his people 
and his own glory, without the being of ſin. Ne- 

vertheleſs, 4. It is fully evident, that the coun- 
ſelor purpoſe of God, from eternity, was to re- 
deem, juſtify and fave his elect from fin, Eph. 1. 
7, 8, 9. And, 5. As, in the nature of things, 
redemption and ſalvation from fin, cannot take 
place where ſin has never been; confequently, the 
_ counſel or purpoſe. of ſuch redemption and fal- 
vation, could not be accompliſhed without the 
intervention of fin. And if any have affirmed, 
that: the creator could not bring to paſs his own 
_ counſels without the being of ſin, I am perſuaded. 
it was intended in the above ſenſe, and not in any 
7. The laſt of theſe monſtrous ſtories is, that 
the creature could not poſſibly avoid fin, yet it is ac- 
cording to ftrif# juſtice that he ſhould be eternally 
damned for it. But this, I am inclined to think, 
is only a baſe flander upon thoſe, who maintain 
that God decreed to permit the ſin of men; by 
which Mr. Johnſon would ſuggeſt, that, according 
to them, God is chargeable with all the endleſs 
miſery, which any of mankind ſhall endure; he 
having, by ſuch decree, neceſſitated them to fin, 
and made their eternal damnation unavoidable : 
and as I have before obſerved, that neither God's 
permiſſion of hn, nor his decree of ſuch permif- 
| ion, puts any force upon the will of the creature; 
982 I hope, ſhewn, that there is no in- 

conſiſtency, 
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conſiſtency, between God's abſolute "ROI to per- 
mit or ſuffer, the ſin of men, with a certainty of 
its following upon ſuch permiſſion, and his leav- 
ing them at full liberty, to act upon the bottom 
of their own choice, free from any compulſion 
or neceſſitating force, to infringe upon the freedom 
of the. will; theſe things having, I ſay, been al- 
ready proved, they need not here be repeated ; 
nor any more added to ſhew, that the fault of 
men's fin lies wholly upon themſelves, and that 
God is juſt, ſtrictly ſo, in all the damnation he 
inflicteth for it. Upon the whole, I cannot but 
obſerve, that the uncharitableneſs, the injuſtice, 
the arrogancy and preſumption, which appear in 
Mr. Johnſon lines, have, perhaps, not been ex- 
ceeded, if equalled, in any writer whatſoe ver. 
With regard to the letters wrote by his friend, 
and publiſhed in the Two Opinions Tried ; it is 
fomewhat ſurpriſing, that any. ſhould appear fo 
dark in their conceptions; ſo deep rooted in their 
prejudices; or ſo inattentive to the ſubject, as to ima- 
gine, they are wrote with great judgment; that they 
contain nervous reaſoning, ſtrong argument, and, 
upon the whole, is an unanfwerable performance. 
Lam inclined to think, the impartial and judicious 
reader needs not informing, that little, if any 
things: more is to be found in them, than looſe 


and impertinent harangue, unreaſonable cavil and 
wild "Ss 
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* This is what he had to diſprove, if he 
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In p. 3. of the above mentioned piece, the 
writer of that letter, having quoted part of the 
article with which he quarrels; and which affirms, 
in reference to the non · elect, that they * are left 
« in that ſtate of ignorance, of enmity againſt; 
and ahenation from God, into which ſtate all 
« men were brought by Adam's tranſgreſſion;“ 
he, after making ſome conceſſions, adds, but 


« to ſay, the non- elect were left in that ſtate of 


« fin and miſery, into which all men were brought 
by Adam's tranſgreſſion, looks as if God would 
« not, or could not have choſen his people in 
<«. Chriſt, without their being firſt brought into 
a ſtate of ſin and miſery; and makes election 
c conditional, and fin to be the condition.” And 
ſo he continues his impertinent rant, to p. 3. 
Now, does the article, which he undertook to ex- 
amine, propoſe to ſer forth the ſtate of the ele? 
no: it gives us the author's thoughts of the ſtate 
in which the non-ele are left. The deſign is to 
point out the condition of thoſe, whom God did 
not vouchſafe to make the objetts of bis choice in 


Cbriſt; not the ſtate of thoſe who are choſen in 
him. And let it look as it will in the eyes of this 


writer, it is a certain truth, that all mankind fell 
into a ſtate of {in and miſery by Adam's firſt tranſ- 
greſſion; and it is equally certain, the non-elect 
are left in that ſtate, not being choſen to ſalvation 
through ſontlification of the ſpirit and belief of the 


wou Id 
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would have done any thing to the purpoſe, againſt 
the article under conſideration. And, ſuppoſing 
he thought, that what is therein ſaid of the non- 
ele, infers ſome abſurdity upon the doctrine of 
election, yet, ſurely, it behoved him firſt, to have 
attended to, and examined, the premiſes them- 
ſelves. | 
The man, I apprehend, is nibbling at the ſub- 
lapſarians account of theſe things, did he un- 
derſtand how to go about his work: but evident 
it is, he neither knows how to ſtate, nor how to 
oppoſe their view of them. He ought, before he 
had made requeſt, or given fu!l licence, to Mr. 
Fohnſon, for the publication of his pamphlet, to 
have better informed himſelf, than to have ima- 
gined any do maintain, that men were brought 
into a ſtate of ſin and miſery before they were 
choſen in Chrif, Thoſe who think God choſe 
his people under the confederation of the fall; yet, 
they believe his act of chuſing them was eternal; 
or, that he ſo choſe them from eternity, and con- 
ſequently, that the objects of his choice did nar 
then actually exiſt; they were not brought into 
being, and much leſs into a ſtate of fin and miſery; 
and they are ſo far from ſuppoſing /n to be a 
condition of election; that they very well know, 
| neither ſin nor holineſs, righteouſneſs nor wicked- 
neſs, good nor evil in the creature, was a condition, 
either of God's chuſing ſome to ſalyation, or of 
his leaving others out of that choice. They are 
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firmly perſuaded, that it was purely of the ſove- 
reign will of God, to chuſe or not chuſe, as he 
judged proper. And if this author had wrote 
leſs and thought more, he, perhaps, might have 


| known. before this, that we have the fame argu- 


ment, to demonſtrate the Jovereignty-and incon- 
ditionality of election, upon the principle of the 
Sublapſarians, as upon that of thoſe on the other 
ſide the queſtion; ſince it is the eguality of the 
ſubjects choſe, with thoſe not choſe, let the ſtate 
of both be what it will, which proves the ſove- 


reignty of the divine act, in r ſome and not 
others. 

The miniſter, awd to in the Two Opinions 
Tried, is allowed to expreſs himſelf as follows: 
« As to election, we look upon it as rifing and 
<«< flowing from the ſovereign pleaſure of God, 
e without reſpect either to the goodneſs or bad- 
« neſs of the objects of it, as moving and me- 
« ritorious cauſes of it; and the ends God had 
« in view, next to his on glory, to be the holi- 
<« neſs and happineſs of its objects, which are 
& conſidered in that act as deſtitute of both (i). 
To which Mr. Johnſon's friend replies, We 


cannot find any ſcripture, nor do we believe 


« there is any to be produced, which gives the 
« Jeaft intimation of ther elect being conſidered 


1 Two Opinion a: by th: 8 
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er in a ſtate of creatureſhip,. either pure or im- 
pure, prior to their choice in the firſt· born (). 
Was it poſſible for the man not to ſee what he 
had before him ? or was he not ſufficiently crafty 


to evade the point? Is the diſpute how in what 
light ? or whether at all, the elect were conſidered 
prior to their choice in the firſt-born ? does the mi- 
niſter's propoſition concern, or naturally lead to, 
any ſuch conteſt? it ſays nothing of the elect 
prior to, but how they were conſidered in, the act 
of election. But theſe are /ome of the many in- 
ſtances, of his impertinent manner of treating the 
ſubject. And I cannot but obſerve, that his un- 
reaſonable cavilling, is not leſs evident than his 
impertinent harangue. The laſt clauſe of the ar- 
ticle in debate, ſpeaks of thoſe not choſen in Chriſt; 
« as veſſels of wrath, fitted (by themſelves) to 
« deſtruction. But this is objected to, as if it 
implied ſome ſuch ſhocking abſurdity, as would 
fix the cauſe of all the miſery and deſtruction of 
men, in the ſovereign will of God, without re- 
gard to the fin of thoſe who periſh ; notwith- 
ſtanding the article (however it 'may not be fo 
well expreſſed in ſome reſpects as it might have 
been) 1s ſufficiently clear to the contrary of this 
vile inſinuation. The remark upon it is as fol- 
lows: „As to the laſt clauſe in this article, it 
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alſo ſuggeſts, that the non-ele& were made 
« veſſels of wrath in a ſovereign way, or prior to 
e that which fits them for deſtruction; but we 
« think nothing can conſtitute any creature a 
« veſſel of wrath, but his own GEE or 
« fin (b).“ 
I reply: The words in n the article are the very 
words of the holy Ghoſt; and put'down too, in 
the very order in which they ſtand in the facred 
oracles, Rom. ix. 22. So that if the charge fixed 
upon them is juſt, it falls, not upon the compoſer 
of this article, but upon the inſpired writer, or 
the divine author: but if the words, as they ſtand 
in the above text, are true, and will bear a ſenſe 
clear of the horrid ſuggeſtion; then the ſame 
might have been allowed them as they ſtand in 
the article: ſo that this writer's remark, appears 
to be only a contentious cavil. Beſides, he has 
here not only betrayed his contentious fpirit, but 
alſo his ignorance of the above text : for though 
it be true, that nothing ever did, nor ever will, 
render any creature deſerving of, or obnoxious 
to, divine wrath, but his own diſobedience or 
ſin; ” and therefore none can be conſidered veſſels 
of wrath, but ſuch only as are juſtly chargeable 
with tranſgreſſion; yet, to me, it appears plain, 
that the reaſon, why the apoſtle, in the words 
under conſideration, ſtiles ſome veſſels of wrath, 
is not imply becauſe they” are ſinners or diſobe- 


dient; 
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dient; for was this the caſe, there could be no 
reaſon left for the diſtinction he makes, betwixt 
veſſels of wrath, and veſſels of mercy, the latter 
being ſinners as well as the former. As all have 
ſinned, and come ſhort of the glory of God, fo all 
are by nature the children of wrath, but here it is 
evident that the character -veſels of wrath ſtands 
oppoſed tothat of veſſels of mercy.: and if in was in 
the eye of the inſpired writer, as the #ea/ox of the 
former; I am, ſurely, to infer, that halineſs was 
conſidered by him, as the reaſon of the latter. 
The different characters given to theſe veſſels, do 
equally imply their ſinfulneſs; but it was the 
ſovereign will of God, to appoint theſe (naturally 
in the ſame condition) to very different ends; and 
this appointment, in the view of the apoſtle, is the 
true reaſon of theſe vaſtly different characters be- 
ing given unto! them. Jebovab, ſees: all theſe 
-veſſels ſunk in ſin; in the very ſame guilty, re- 
bellious, and obnoxious condition ; it is at his 
Tovereign pleaſure, whether he will inflict: the de- 
ſer died wrath upon 40, and fave none from it; or 
he will ſave all from it, and inflict it upon none; 
or he will deliver ſome from it, and inflict qt upon 
others ': he, therefore, appoints ſome of theſe 
ſinful creatures, to the puniſſiment juſtly due for 
their tranſgreſſions; and, upon this appointment, 
they are called veſels of wruth: he appoints 
others not unto wrath; but ta obtain ſalvation by 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; and upon this appointment 

they are ſtiled veſſels of mercy. 
13 T may 
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I may alſo note the wild conjectures, groundleſs 
and preſumptuous aſſertions of this writer. Speak - 4 
ing of thoſe things which God confers upon his 
choſen in Cbriſt, We — believe, ſays he, it 
« was as impoſſible for man above the fall to en- 
joy theſe bleſſings out of Chrif, as it is for 
man under the fall, to enjoy them out of him: 
Wl and therefore, that a choice in Chriſt was as 
1 << neceſſary above the fall, as under it, in order 
880 che enjoyment of them () * but from 
Ws! whence he has learned, what would or would nat 


6 Fl have been neceſſary above or without the fall, or 
1 ſuppoſing that had never been, he has not told us: 
1 And I am pretty certain, he has not received his 


1 information from what the ſacred volume con- 
1 tains. And however his roving fancy may lead 
him to conjecture, he will not be able to came to 

a certainty, that ever he ſhould have heard of 
Cbriſt, if che fall of man had never been. Could 
he be perſuaded, to lay aſide his groundleſs con- 
ceits, and ſome what to lower his opinion of Mr. 
mind to the mare ſure word of prophecy; he might 
eaſily perceive, that the hole of divine revelation 
concerning Chriſt Jaſus proceeds upon the con- 
1 and .. and miſery 
of mankind. An 
The very firſt 5 intimatian we „n of this admi- 
* perſon, f in it he is made known to us, as One 
Arn | hol 
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whoſe heel ſhould be bruiſed by the ſerpent, and 
who ſhould brui/e the ſerpent's bead (i) : which, 
as it ſuggeſts the humiliation and ſufferings of our 
Lord; fo, likewiſe, the complete victory he was 
thereby to obtain, over all the power and policy 
of ſatan, in the delivering thoſe who were taken 
captive by him at his will. And every prophecy 
and - promiſe, of the old teſtament, relative to 
this anointed of the father ; every type ,and ſha- 
dow of him under the former diſpenſation ; every 
bleeding vidlim at the facred altar, proclaimed 
him, as one ſet up, ordained, and appointed of 
God to appear in the fulneſs of time, to obtain 
eternal redemption for his people, and ant them 
from #beir fins (k). 

I am very ſenſible, : that did this writer 3 
che bleſſings of redemption and ſalvation, through 
the grace, blood, and righteouſneſs of our Lord 
Feſus Chriſt, a choice in him appears to have been 
needful, in order to the enjoyment of theſe bleſ- 
fings : but then, it muſt be abſurd to talk of 
their being enjoyed above, or wichout, the fall. 
And for him to affirm, that, without a choice in 
Chriſt, the great Jebovab, ag ſpring and foun- 
tain of all felicity, could not, bad it been his plea- 
ſure ſo to do, have made men as happy in the en 
jurment > el as ever Y ſhall be; J . 


(0. Gen, il. 15. (4) Matt. i. 21. 
14 ; for 
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for him to affirm this, I cannot but eſteem it ex- 
tremely bold and arrogant. N evertheleſs, as the 
man has his reaſons for his opinion, it is but rea- 
ſonable I ſhould here inſert them, as may ſerve to 
ſhew the import and ſtrength of the whole, if we 
may allow there, are any ſtrength and . — 
in them. | a 

« Fe or, ſays he, the perfection of created na- 
© tue, bears no proportion t to the life of grace.“ 
1 reply, | but that is not the queſtion. Suppoſe it 
does not, can he tell what it might have done 
without a choice i in Chriſt, had it beer the divine 
pleaſure? ? or will he affirm, that when God cre- 
ated man, he {6 far exhauſted his Own ſufficiency, 
as to be incapable, of affording any ſaperaddition 
to the excellency of the human nature? well; 
but how does it appear that there #5 no proportion 
Bere the Perfection of created nature and the life 
| ef, grace? ? According to him thus: The former, 
. fays he, was a perfection Planted in man by 
« creation; the latter is eternal life proceeding 
« from, and maintained by, the uncreated per- 
4 fection of Feſus Chrift (D.“ But Taſk; was 
the former ſo planted from ſome created perfec- 
tion? and therefore could bear no proportion to 
the latter, becauſe that is from an uncreated per- 
fection? if not, w where is his wh, apr it would 
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be blaſphemous to talk of uncreated perfection in 
Jeſus Chriſt, if he were not the mighty God: and 
did not the perfection planted in man by creation, 
proceed from his uncreated perfection as ſuch ? 
for by him were all things created (m). If the 
difference betwixt the ſource, from whence the 
perfection in man by creation, and that from 
whence the ſaints eternal life, proceed, be not ſuch 
25 that the former is created, and the latter un- 
created, the. juſtneſs of this writer's diſtinction, and 
the ſtrength of his argument, do at once vaniſh 
away. But he has another at hand. 
„The former, he adds, was created holineſs, 
dependent on the will of the creature, to pre- 
« ſerve or loſe; the latter is the holineſs of Chriſt, 
« communicated through a living union, 5 
e maintained by eternal omnipotence ().“ 
reply, that the preſervation of the former whe 
left dependent upon the will of the creature; and 
that the latter is maintained, and ſhall be main- 
tained, by divine power, are certainly true; and 
the advantage contained in the latter, above what 
was in the former, is a ſolid foundation of ſtrong 
conſolation to the ſaints: yet this author muſt 
allow, that had the Almighty ſeen it meet, he 
could have fixed the former as well as he has 


(m) Cel. i, 16, (n) Two Opinions Tried, ZI 
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done the latter, dependent upon his eternal om- 
nipotence ; and then the one had been as certainly 
and as firmly maintained, as the other is and 
hall be. Conſequently, this circumſtantial dif- 
ferenee, can conclude nothing to his purpoſe. If 
then, there is any argument in what he has here 
ſaid, to prove that created nature bears no pro- 
portion to the life of grace, it muſt lie in this, viz. 
that the former was created holinek, and the 
latter is the holineſs of Chriſt. And yet, I hope, 
he will not affirm, that the. former was created 
holineſs, as in the feuntain from whence man in 
his creation derived it; of that the latter is un- 
created holineſs as it is, and dwells, in the ſaints ; 
ſince the holy nn have declared che con- 
trary (0 

If there mal difference 0: be epa 
W man had in his creation, and 
the holineſs of Chriſt communicated to his elect, 
it muſt, 1 hould think, be in the one or the o- 
ther of theſe reſpects; they muſt either differ in 
nature and kind, or the difference mult be only as 
to the degree... And if this writer ſhall aſſert, 
that the one isof a different nature from what the 
other was; then, ſince the holineſs man had in his 
creation was from God, we muſt conclude that 
the holineſs of Chriſt | is 07 the holineſs of a 


* 


( Eh. U. 10. and iv. 24. Col. ii. 10. 
creature; 
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creature; or elſe, that there are different kinds of 
holineſs in the divine being. He may, therefore, 
either refuſe the propoſition, or ſhew us which of 
the conſequences belongs to it. 
But if he allows, that they differ not in nature, 
but only in degree, then all he has ſaid, and all 
he can ſay, for proof of what he ſet out with, 
falls to the ground; his conjectures muſt be 
eſteemed wild, and his aſſortions preſumptuous, 
unleſs he can make it appear, .that it was not in 
the power-of God to have ſuperadded to, or en- 
larged, that holineſs and happineſs which man had 
in his creation-ſtate (). 

The reſt of his reaſons, however true in n 
ſelves, are juſt of as much propriety and ſtrength 
to the point in hand, as thoſe already named; 
and, therefore, I ſhall not trouble the reader 
with them. He has the following extraordinary 
conchulian. from them. Thus, lays he, we 


ia. 


6 IF this 920 od lay any fireſs upon the word. 
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the holineſs of man in n his primitive ſtate, 2 that which the 
ſaints enjoy through our Lord ,L, briſt; if he would 
herehy intimate, that the latter is an holineſs, to which the 
former bore no proportion; I think, this i is only to play upon 
words; ſince the halineſs of the one was, and that of the 
other is from God, and each of them a conformity to his 
holy image. Beſides, the ſcriptures do uſe the word created, 


more eſpecially, in reference to that holineſs of which the A.. 
are ſubjects. | | 


« think 
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cannot but think, Mr: Jobnſon guilty of ſtrange 
pattiality, whilſt he terribly laſbes others, who, 
as he pretends, intrude into thoſ# things which are 
not revealed, yet ſuffers his friend thus to run on, 


tia J 


« think it is evident, that adoption in Crit, atid 
«< regeneration by the ſpirit of holineſs were as 


« neceflary,' and therefore as certain, above the 
« fall, as under it, in order to the eleQ's en- 
« joyment of the uncreated glories of the celeſtial 
« « paradiſe (4). Evident indeed! but from what? 
or to whom? let the reader judge. Is this the 
man, or are theſe the men, ſo very careful, in 
bringing all their . doctrines and ſentiments to 


the teſt of divine revelation (r) ?” let this 
writer, if he can, Point out the ſcripture which 


ſpeaks of regeneration,” or gives the leaſt hint of 


it, but with a manifeſt reference to the-wretched 
; depraviiy, corruption and miſery of men, into 


which they have ſunk by their fall from God. 1 


without the leaſt Pore PP or controul; ; Eſpecially 
OF SI 182111 ff 


as the former appear cl ear of | the, crime, and he 

"2 DO exceſſively guilty... . Hi tm do ente 
What, in his letters, may, to the — 

50 injudiciorls reader, took” like, and be taken 


for, reaſoning or argumem, is 11 along founded, 


partly on a miſtaken notion of the paint he ſhould 
- kay kept i in, view, or a ee evalign. of it,; 
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and partly upon ſome unguarded expreſſions, 
which either have dropped from the pen of the 
miniſter whom he oppoſes, or are falſely imputed 
to him. If, indeed, juſtice has been done to that 
worthy man, in what he is ſaid to have wrote, he 
has, I think, expreſſed himſelf ſomewhat in- 
cautiouſly, though the ſenſe he intended, 1 am 
re is very juſtifiable. 5 | 

Thus, when ſpeaking of the goodneſs of God, 
in the redemption and falvation of his people, 
he ſays, It was neceſſary, abſolutely fo, that 
moral evil ſhould have a being, in order that 
e theſe good things might have their accompliſh- 
4 ment (5):” And to the ſame purpoſe, are his 
words in various other places; meaning no more 
than that, in the nature and order of things, ſin 
muſt neceſſarily take place, before the redemption 
and ſalvation from it could, which God had, in his 
counſel, determined upon. Theſe expreſſions 
neceſſary, abſolutely neceſſary,” &c. Mr. Fohnſon's 
friend eagerly lays hold of, plays upon them, 
and banters them, through the whole of his 
performance, as if they were intended to maintain, 
that ſin is a good and uſeful thing; and that God was 
under an abſolute zecefſity to admit the being of it, 
as that, without which he could not have glorified 
_ himſelf, or rendered his people happy. Whereas,the 
diſpute is not, as I have already ſhewn, what was, 
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or wasnot, poſſible in the nature of things? or, whe- 


| far gone, under the influence of unreaſonable 
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ther the divine being was under any necefſityof doing 
this, or permitting that? but what were, and are, 
the determinations of his will ? whether it doth 
not appear, from the revelation we have, reſpect- 
ing his unalterable counſels, that in his deſign, 
of bringing his cleft to enjoy the grace and glory 
publiſhed in the goſpel, he did alſo intend, or 
decree, to permit the being of fin in them? and 
as the arguments I have advanced for the affirma- 


tive, do, I apprehend, ſtand clear of, are not at 


all affected by, any thing contained in the letters 
under conſideration ; I ſhall not, now, give myſelf 


or the reader any farther trouble, in purſuing the 


looſe and indigeſted lines of this writer. 

As to the Supplement, ſubjoined to the Two 
Opinions Tried; I am very far from thinking, it 
deſerves any, even the leaſt notice. Let the vain 
author go on, telling his ridiculous ſtories, what 
this miniſter ſaid and the other did; what the 
Zorizſbire Baptiſts affirm and what they deny: they 
who can believe what he has wrote, muſt be as 


eredulity, as he ſeems to have been under that 
of an evil conſcience. He can roundly aſſert 
What was done in an aſſociation at Liuerpoal, 
though he was, at the ſame time, many mules 
diſtant from the place. But, fince he muſt needs 
be meddling, his diſtance from the place at the 

time 


22 


7 1 

time of tranſaction, maß ſome what excuſe him, 
in falling ſo far wide d the truth in the account 
he has given us. This part of his work, might 
perhaps, have appeared as well in ſome public 
news- paper, as under the ſanction of Mr. Fabn/on's 
preface, and as gravely recommended, to the 
ſerious enquiring reader, whoſe heart the Lord 
has touched with an earneſt deſite, and drawn 
2 cons e e We 
« God.” (,) 
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